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MR. AMES: Would you 5ote that it'e 8;40
and we are ready to go? -
- (Whereupon, at 8:.2 p.m., the procggdings
weié resumed.) o
MR. AMES: Would you note that tha w$gness
has just come in the room with Mr. 5cuiiy and
we are feady to go at B152.
G ERA i D JEROME HILL,
having been firgt duly sworn by a Notary
Public of-the Staté of New York, testified
as follows: |
BY MR. AMES: :
0 Sir, would you state your name for the record?

A Gerald Hill.

o Would you spell the first name?
A G-E-R-A-1-D.
Q2 And are you an émplpyee of the Remington Arns

Company, 8ir?

A Yes, I am.

) To ?our knowledge, -has there been any other
Gereld Hills emploved at the Remingtbn Arms Company

during the time that you’ve worked here?

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.
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(:) A Not'toAmy knowledga.
. Q Okay. I have shown you here a one-page document
: with the words éhistory card"” at the top, and the name
Gerald Jerome : HEill on it. Do you racognize that cardg?
A Yes.
) Is that a summary of your amployment with the
Remington Arms Company?

A Yes, it is.

MR, AMES: We'll mark this as GJIR-1.

{Exhibit GJH-1 was marked for identifi-za-

tioﬂ o) : . \\
O BY MR. ANMES:
1] Mr. Hill, the first date on the card is July

of 1961, 1Is that your start date of employment with

Remington?
| A My start date of employment was July llth of
1560, |
o And in what capacity was that?
i A I believe, at that time, I wae an engineer

I in training.

Q In what division or departmaent?

A In the product sngineering -- I guess it's

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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product enginesring and control, PE&C.

e

- -

Tech.

»

>

o

0

Did you graduate from high school, Mr._Hili?
Yes, I did. |
Where was that?

Iﬁ Hancoék, Michigaﬁ.

pid you receive any formal education aftar-that

¥Yes, I did. I went to a school called Michigan

Was that a four-year college?
Four~year collegs, yes.

Did you receive a degree?

Yeé. I aiaq.

And what degree was that?

B.S. in machanical engineering.

What year did you receive your B.S. in mechani~

cal enginearing?

A
Q
A

e
and going

A

1960,

¥ere you employed after graduvation by Remington
Yes, I was.

Did you haée any other employment between colle
to worh for Remington?

Ho.

ge
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] pPrior to graduation from college, had you sver

had full~time amployment?

A Military service, I guess you could caix'that
full-time.

o Anything alse other than military setvice?':

A No, I didn't.

[+ Yothing other?

18 No fuil-time.

Q S8ir, it's important that you let me fiﬁish ﬁy

question, because it's very hard for her to take dowa

us both speaking at once.’ Alseo, it's important ghgt ;f
you don’t understand a question, or if I don‘'t epark
clsarly or loudly enéugh, that you tell me so that I can
rephrase it»and-mnke gsure you understand {t.

Prior'to going to work for Remingtoh, had you
ever worked as a qunémith or in any way related to fire-
arms?

A ¥o.

o] What was your military service? What branch
were yéu in?A>

A U. 5. Alr FPorce.

Q- In what capacity were you in the ARir Porce?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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@

Elsctronics. Electronics technician.

&
e Okay. You told mg that you =-- Before I get
to that. Have you had your depositior takén bafé:e?
-3 Wi11~y§u rephrase that? |
o Prior to today, have you had your dep;siéién
taken? -
LA Fér-this case?
o For aﬁy case.
A I've had depositions prior to:this, ves.
2 How many?
| & Two.
Q Two. Have you sver testified in court?
A No, I have not.
1] And,ﬁhen was ths most recent of the prior
depositions?
A1t vas:the spring.
0 of 19832
A Yes.
Q When was the other one?
A I_dqn't exactly recall. I don't recall the'

exact date on it.

Q

Wwithin the last two vears?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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A Yes.

e} Sir, with respsct to the deposition iﬁ the:'
gspring of 1583, did that involve 2 Rémington Arms Company
product? | ‘

A Yas, it -&iQd.

0 And what producg was that?

A . 7090,

0 Moael 700; Do you know the name of the cass?
A I don'’t recall the name of the case.

.Q Dolyou know where the case gas located; deposi-

tion case?

A . West Virginiz.

Y ‘Whers was the deposition teken?
A In Bridgeport.
0 okay. And in that case, what was ‘the nature of

the allegations»about the accidant,‘if you.know?
L I don't recall. ’
11 Do you recall wﬁether it involved a jar-off in
the model 7007
A I don't recall.

Q Do you recall whether it involved & firing on

safety relsasase?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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MR. SCULLY: Excuse me, Counsel. I believ
Counssl, for the record, £here is some coéfusio
Prior testimony dealt with the 788, not ﬁﬁe,?ﬂﬂ
MR, VIRY: You're talking about the'83?
Was that a trial instead of a deposition?
MR, SCULLY: No. |
MR. VIRI: Because'he talked about being
on the stand.
BY MR. AMES:
e} In the spring of 1963, was that the model 7887
MR. SCULLY: He doesn't recall whether it
was a 700 or a 788. But to the best of our
knowledge, it was a 788.
BY HR. AMES:_
Qo Let's address the other deposition, then, as
you told me about within‘the last two years. Was that

a model 700 case?

A Yes, it was..

Q And where wag that derosition taken?

A Right here.

Q Okay. And wes that a cass involving firenén

safety release?

i
|
|
|
o,

n.
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<:> THE WITNESS: Can I ask you a question?

MR. SCUOLLY: You want to qgo outside and

ask?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

(A brief recess was taken at 9;00 a.m,
for an off-the~record discussion.)

{The procéedings wvere resumed at B:él‘ﬁ,m.}

HR, AMES: Mr. Scully and Mr. Hill-épé the
othar centleman from Rsmington have retgrned I
_into.the room after their conferance. ‘Are we
rqady to go?

MR, SCULLY: VYes, we're ready.

BY MR, AMES:

1] ¥a8 had a question --

MR. SCULLY: Ready?
THE WITNESS: Ready.
BY MR, AMES:

o) Ve had a question, I believe, about whether‘the
earlisr devosition that you mentioned that had been taken
here was in 2 model TOQ case. I believe you sald "Yes,”
o | ané then I asked you if that caQe inveolved a.firing on

safety release claim.

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.
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‘£irst entry on the card is July lst of 1961, Did your

A That was the claim of the people involved in it|
Q Okay. Was that the case known as See, S-E-E,
versus Remington? N
MR. SCULLY :- | Which that?
MR. AMES: The one he has just tolé‘me
about. : | L

MR. SCULLY: Within the last two yéars?

RR. AMES: Yes. That involved a éiaiﬁ of !
firing on safety release.'v
MR. SCULLY: One of ths claims.
A Yes.
Q Okay. Sir, going back to.tﬁe history cgfa;

vyou told me that yvou-began on July 1lth of 1960. The

duties change on July lst of 1%61? At any time yéu néed
to look at that, please don't hwéitate.

A I belisve the duties did not change. The only
thing that changed would be the jobtitle.

@ | How long did vour dutier stay the same? That
is from what you started doing until there was soﬁé |
change in your Quties.

A The first significant changs would have baen here

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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in 1969. I think it's hard to read what it is, but I

think it's 4/1.

o Sir, what were your duties bestween 1960‘§nd "69
A Précesé engineer. |

Q And what did you do as a process enginear?.

A Do you waht to rephrase that a little?

) What were yvour duties as a process engin@g:é

MR, SCULLY: Do vou understand thgt-qnﬁs-
tion? |
THE WITNESS: 1It's very amblguous.
MR, SCULLY: Counsal.. why don't yoxf
rephrase it, please.
BY MR. AMES: R
Q What‘was vour job as a process-enginear?_
A Process engineer {8 -~ The joS of process
quineer tekes drawings and makes them into a workable

process to manufacturs component or componsnte to,the_se

drawings.

] Doas 1t also involve supervising the production
process?
A It would involve working on the floor to get

the process working properly.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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O

Q And to keep it working properly, also?

A Yes.
Q And when you say bprocess, you mean the manufac-|

turing procéés?

A Yas.

a Did it also involve qguality control?

A We wéuld be working with guality control: |
¢ So frbm 1960 to 1969, you were involv&a'in'

taking drawingz, and from then creating and maintaining
the manufacturing process to produce the items shown on

those drawings?

MR. SCULLY: IY¢'s baen askad'and answared.

You can go ahead &nd answer it again.

A Yes.
Q Were you dcing anything elsge?
A You're going to have to rephrase that one, too,

please. Anything as =~

o Well, what else were you doing by way of your
employment during those yeare from '60 to '69?

A I believe I've already answered that I was
working as a process engineer.

2 Okay. Ané your only duties as a procass engine

w

i
|

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C!
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were those fou've already told me abdut?

2 Werking with processes, a;d to manufacﬁu;é;c
barts, and maintaining these processes. .

o Okay. The history card between the yearéz;sl
and '69 inchides. the worde “current products.” Whét ié
that a reference to? |

A Yes. Current producets would be products‘thét
are being manufactured at tha>presant time, or at tﬁié
time.

0 nid vyour work as a process =angineer involbe

anything to do with the model 700?

- & Yes.
Q Betweén '6l and '69°?
A Ygs.
0 And what dié it involve with réspect to the
mnodel 7007

MR. SCULLY: It's overly broad. You can
answer it, if you know..

THE WITNESS: Pardon?

MR. SCULLY: Tha quastion is overly broad
and it callé for a narrative.

BY MR. AMES:

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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O Mr. Eill, he has occasionally to make notes on

the record Qith respact to lagal objactions‘tﬁat‘will
later be ruled_on by a judge. Unless he instructs you
not to answer the question, they are not part of this
procadure beQweén yoﬁ and I, and yoﬁ can go ahead:and

answer the cuestion.

A Primarily I was involvad with ths metal parts:

receiver, barrel, bolt.

Q ®When vou first joined the company in 1960, was

the mode)l 700 in production?

N No, it was not.

Q Were you involved in the steps of putting the

nodel 700 into production from the design drawings?

A on the components I mentioned.

0 Okay. Receiver, barrel, bolt. How about any

componants of the fire control?

A ‘No.

0] Did you work within a group of people that ware

working on the model 700?

A Yes.
Q Who was your supsrvisor when you staxted'with
Remington?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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L Ray Hurley.

o How lone did Mr. Burley stay your supervisér?

A Through'the ¥ay =~- or pardon me ~- Mé?éh
of ‘69, S

3 Okay. Was there a name for that group"é;}uﬁit

that you were working in?

A Current produects.

o Process engineers of current products?

A Right.

Q Within that group, did the various process

engineers discuss between -- among thenmselves, the

aspects of the work that they.were doing on the model

7007
MR. SCULLY: The question 1s vague ana
ambiguous. You can answer, ifiyoﬁ know.
A Could you restate 1t?
2 okavy. Among pseople working for Mr. Hurley,

how many of them were there?
MR. SCULLY: At what time ‘period?
MR, AMES: Between '60 and sixty =-- say
the end of '62,

a I don't recall exactly how many.

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C.
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11 Roughly how manv?

A Is that on the: model 700, onlv?
A Yes. On the model 700.

0. Prob#biy four to fi?e.

a Incl#ding voursgaelf?

A Yes.

1) And.noﬁ counting Mr. Burley?

A Right.

n Did'that_nﬁmbar change between *63 and '69?
A Y don't recall.
Q Okav. W%Who among the four or five people in

that ¢group éorking'on the model 700 ba;ween t60 and +he
end of '€2 were working on the fire control? |

A I don'ﬁ recall,

Q In!that_qroup, d41d tha enginaafs, including
yourself, discuss your work among yourselves?

A Yes. |

0 VWae there evar any discussion with raspact ﬁo
a change in the design of the Sear Safety parts from e
two~part Sear and Safety Cam to a ons-part powder metal
Sear Safetf Cam? |

ME. SCULLY: What time period, Counsel?

MARTIN MURPHY. C5R, PC.
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MR. AMES: Between '62 and ‘69,

MR, SCULLY: €2 and '697?

MP. BAMES: I'm sorry. Between '60 ané ‘69,

A Could you rephrase that? Especially thé fi?st
part.

2 | The dis&ussion ameng. the éngineers we ﬁalked
gbout qut a momsnt ago, d4id you ever hear anyone_ﬁalg
about the chaﬁqe in the design of ths model 700 which.
feaultgd iglits being manufacturad‘for a period with 2

two-part Saar and Safety Cam rather than a one-part

Sear Safety Cam?

a | I.dolnot recall. 'Héwsvé:, that is a léng
time period and I cannot say that there was not any
discussion.

0 De vou know of your own knowledqg, today, that
the model 700 vas manufactured for a pariod with a two~

part Sear and Safety Cam arrangement?

R Yeg, I do.

e "Those parts were stamped metal parts, is that
correct? |

A I don't know.

Q And did the original design for the model:VOO.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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as it wag oriqinslly intended ﬁo go into production,
conterplate that it was going teo have a one-piece'séér
Sefoty Cam?

A .i épn't know.

03 why was it produced for a period of timéfﬁith
a2 two-part Sear Safety Cam? .

| .HR. SCULLY: It ascsumes facts no:.in'.;
evideﬁce, lack of foundation. You can aﬁswér,
if yourknéw. |

k. T don't know.

0 ¥ho were the four or five process engineers
working in the g¢roup under Mr. Furley on the mpdel-voé
between ‘60 and the end of '62?

MR. SCULLY: De yvou want their names?
MR. AMES: Yes.

MP. SCULLY: You can enswer, if you recall

B One was Richard Stafford. That is the only one

I recall.
Q Dufing the vears from '60 to '6%, in your work

as a process ehgineer, adid vour work ever involve you'
with respect to thz model 700 on anything other than the

receiver, the barrel and the bolt?

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.
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. the barrél.

L 7o the beast of ny knowledge, no.

o Did ‘the work on the bolt include the fir;pg‘pin
mechanism? e

L No. BAg Y previously stated, I wae invqiyeﬁ.

with the manufacture of primarily the bolt, receivértand

3 Okav. But the bolt as assemblad inéluéésvé 
firing pin mechanisn, does itrnot?. e
A Yes, it did.
48 Were you involved in the manufacturing of the
firing pin rmechanism?
-k To the best of my knowledee, no.
Q. Were You trainad on the job with respact‘té the
dutises of a process engineer? |
i'MR. SCULLY: wWell, Counsel, as you recall,
he was confused as to youy tarminclogy; duties.
wQuld vou raphrase t:hat,l plaase?
BY MR. AMES:
g Were vou given anv en~-the-iob trainingrwith;
raspect to whét a process engineer did for Reminqtpn»
when voun joined the company in 19é9?

A Yes.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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i ¥ho trained you?’

3 It would be Ray Hurley, plus other members of

the department.
o Do vout recall the name of any of those éé;;le?
A One Qas Al Webb, Church  Prosser.. I d@nft:
recall the fest of the names. |

[} Did Mr. Hurley's group between the years '60 and

L)

'69 do all of the mocel 700 fire control process engineer
ing work?
3 I Son’t recall if they df& 2ll of i¢. I can’t

answay that question.

¢ In 1%€¢, vou told ée that there wae a ﬁubegan4
tial change in your work. |
MR. SCULLY: He indicated significant
chén@e, Counsel,
BY MR, BMEE:
0 that was the significant change beginning ih
.|| o692 | ' -

A I went from engineering out to production.

Q Fow long wvere you in production?
A ¥ive years.
Q Until sometime in 19747

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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O

P

A Yes. Exactly five vears.:

Q January 1, 1974? ’

A No. I think ft's April 1, 1974. I think it's
A?ril 1. i

N Okay. &and what parts were you involved_iﬁuéhe

production of? ’ l

A Theré would be many. IXI'll name as many &Q'I
can #hink.af,rvflon manufacturing, thefe was component
manufacturinq of power metal components, rmachining,
barrel manufacturinq. That is it.

Q@ - YWere vou involved in manufacturing any of the

- parts of the model 700 fite control?

A I1'd like to take a minute to think on that one.
Q Okay.

A 1'd say yes.

0 What parts would théﬁ havé been?

A Part of the -- S8ome of the time when I was

in production I was responsible for heat trsats, and
various components of the fire control 4o gqo through

heat treat operations.

13 pid the powder metal Szar Safety Cam go through

heat treat?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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A

1

7007

RY MR. AME
Q
A
Q
a
control as
- Q
in before?
A
.
how long?
A

o

19742

Yes.

How about the trigger corrector of the model
MR. SCULLY: How about it?

S: |

Pid that go through heat treat?

ves. |

what did your job change ﬁo in 1574?

'74 T went from production back to guality

quality control supervisor, in PESC group.

. So “that is back to the same group you had been

Same group, different job.

And vou were a supervisor in the PE&C group for

wWould you be a little more specific?

How long were yvou in the position vou begen in

Two years.
Until what date?
Until May lst of '76.

And what did you do then?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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A .Atvthat time, the job of qguality control
suparvisor was combined.with ths supervisor of product
testing, as one job.

0 VAnd d4id you take that on?

A Yes, I did.

o Let me agk you as to the period from '74 throug

_'76, as supervisor of quality control, what did you do

in that 4ob?

A Quality control at this time had reslly three
areas of responsibility. First would be machinaAcapabil?
ity studiss. The secoﬁd would be auditing manufactured
products, and the third would be auditing of gunﬁ,.cﬁﬁ-
plete guns; firing guns.

o You say auditing of manufactured prqducts.

That would be to audit guality control on some parts of
the:firemrm prior to its final assembly?

A ¥t would be checking its components with the

gaugesg provided on the 9ob.

o But that would be components rather than the
finish?
A Yes. Components, ves.
Q Okay. What is the machine capability studyv?

ke 2
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S

A Machine capability study is running a consecu-
tive number of parts, for example, on the gingle-loaded
machine, single-station machine of thirty pieces to see
that it can perform during this time'period within the

tolerance limit.

Q Do machines sometimes produce parts out of
tolerance?

A Yes.

Q And is that because of wear in the various

parts of the machine?
A That could be part of it. It would notibe
the whole reasoﬁ. | H
Q ~ What other reasons would cause the machins to
produce parts out of tolerance, in your experience?
MR, SCULLY: That calls for a narrative.
You can answer, {f vou recall.
A Incorrect setup would be one.
Q D14 your duties with respect to the job between
'74 and '76 include supervision of quality control with
raspect to the model 60607
A At this time period, I believe we were manufac-

turing the 600, and we would have had ~- We would have

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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taken audits on components and final gquns.,

Q With respect to the €00?
A Yes.
c Wersz vou the only supervisor of quality_conttol

at this time?

A Yes.
a #Who did you report to?.
A Okay. Boy, there were various people. Due

to the fact of the job above me changed, one was Clark
Workman. Y'm trying to think here. Clark Workman in
guality control weculd be the one,

¢} Okav. 2Apné what was his title?

A fuperintendent. Superintendent of PE&C at that
tine,
v} pid you do ¢his "~ with respect to supervisor

of quality control; or vour job with respect to supgrviso
of gquality control, from '74 to '76, above quality contro
of all bolt action filrearms being manufactured by Reming-
ton in those ysars?

A Would you rephrage that one please?

¢  During the yearé '74 to *'76, in your job, Qere

you suvervising the @uality control section that worked

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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on gquality control of all bolt action Remington firearms
being manufactured during those vsars? |

. Can I go back just a minute? T think I-stéted
when we first started out that we audited machiné éapabil
ity studies, components and firearms that ware manufac—
tured during this time period. |

o I understood that you audited firearmsf ﬁy
question is, 4id yvyou audit all firearms manufactﬁred?

A Yer, we d4ig.

¢ During the‘time that betwaen gsixty -- I'm
sorry, '€% and '74, when vou were working in produpiiqn,
and specificelly with reaéecf'to the haat treatment of
components, were you responsible for quality coentrol »
with respect to anv distortion of parts that might be
éauaad by the heat treat process?

A Would you rephraée that? Thise waé in the time
period from '69 to '74?

0 Right. During production, you told me, and on
the card it says your dutiss included heat treat.

A Right. Yes, they 4ai4d.
0 Yere you responsible for maintaining quglity

«

control with respect to Qigtortion of parts due to the

L
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<i> heat treatment process?
A No.
Q wWho would have bsen?
A That would have been with the chem and met .

supervisor. Production's responsibility is echedule,
manufacturing parts to schedule and good guality. Any

problem with quality or any guality problems would be.

worked on by.the heat tfeat with the chem and met people.
0. Okay. So production would be responsible for
| making sure there was guality, and then if a problem

occurred it would go over to chem and met?

A Yes.

Qa Were there any qualiiy contrdi problemns during
the time tﬁat we've just referredé to wherein parts ia
heat trestment prqcess-became distbrted and were not,
therefore, to specification?

MR. SCULLY: The cuestion is overly broad.
It calls for a narrative. You can answer, if

vyou know.

A I don't recall any specific itama.'
1 Did =~~~ VWere the chem and met people part'of
the PE&C?
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A Yoz, they wara.
0 Who was the supervisor of chem and mst ai this
time?
MR. SCULLY: '69 through '74?
MR. AMES: Yes. |
A I believe it was Kelly Chadwick.
0. You said that in 1974 you took on additioha;

dutieg, respongibilitiams?

A Yes..
ja] what were those?
A As I'statedApreviously, it wag -~

'MR. SCULLY: 1It's bean asked and answered,
Counssl. You can answer it again.
R (Continuiﬁg.)A Supervisor of product test and
guality control.
o} Prior to the time that you also took over
suparvisor of product testing, had somebody alse been

doing that?‘ i )

A Yes.

Q Who was that?

A Most recent one, when I took over, was Norman
Menard, |
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-(:> s ¢ pid your regponsibilities in your job to

supervisor of quality control change when you also took

over the job of supervisor of product testing?
A No.
0 How long were you supervisor of quality.control

L
and gupervisor of product testing?

A Accoxrding to the sheet, one vear.
Q Is that consistent with your recollection?
A Yes.
@ That would have been untf{l sometime in 13767
A Mav of '77,
N . o o
<<:) o Sir, I'm a little confused, becauss the dats

‘here chows a May 1, '76 date.

3 Ok%ay. I had stated ~~ Well, suparvisor cf

guality control two years, and then one vaar with the

combined dob.

83 Ckay. Until 2pril 30th of '77?
A Yas.
0. Okay. And wvhat dia vyour job become on 2pril

30th of '772

-8 Okavy. Supervisor of processg encinesring,

currant prcducts.
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A There I am rasponsible for keeping up to date
in processas for currant processes, or current coﬁpo#antg
in models manufactursd. T do this within a series-of

anginsering and technicians that report to me.

0 'Is_that currently vour ijod todav?
A Yes, it is.
1) It's been your jodb since '77.. What 414 you do

ag supervisor of product testing7

A T wés responsible for the gallery, galieiyi
empnlovess, and tha testing of tha manufactured prqduct.

4 | HSow did that differ from what vou were doing
as suparviger of guality control in prior vears?

2 In qgality control &e were taking compongnts,
finighed product after it was manufacfured, and checking
it to dimensions, or testing done tovquaiity audi£ pro-
ceduraes, and inm product testing, we wvere tazking quns
just as they were manufactured aqd_ruhninq them through
the specified tests in the gallery. |

n Did the work from '74 through '77 include
auditing and teszting of the modsl)l 6007

A Yes.
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Q And 418 it include the same with respect to

the model 7002 |
A Yos.

o whgt gstcentaga of the modal 700°'s weré;éﬁhject
to a&n audit.at -~ after completsd?

A | During what time periocéd?

94 - Between ;74 and '77 when vou wefa quality 
control supsrvisor. N

A There were a certain cquantity of guns tested

‘avsry day. Mot a direct nercentsae, just a cartalin

quantity of guns; two, three, four.

1 And was that quantiiy related to the number of
emplovees you had to perférmrthose audits?

A Yo, npt directly.

ol What directly controlled how‘many guns would
be tested in a given day? I;m talkiﬁg about the model
700's, now, &{n those vaars. |

A It would bas based, some on workload and some

on other models that were belng manufactursd at the time,

‘'so we could get an audit test done on all cquns produced

during that day or that week.

13 How many people were doing the audit tests on
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(:> , all firearms?

‘MR, SCULLY: what time period?

MR. AMES: '74 through '76 when he was

guality control supervisor., I'm soxry, to '77.

MER. BCULLY: fThe guestien is overly brosad,

vague and ambiquous. You can answer, if you ;

know. . |
\
L  Generally two peobple.
¢ - VWho ware those peéople?

¥R, SCULLY: Do yvou want their names? \
MR. AMES: Yes. |
ii) He I don't recall what their names werae.

0 | what tests were done as part of the audit
procedure on model 700°'s in the years that you were
qualiéy control supéivisor?

A The quality control audit tests would consist
of three tests. One would be -- Phase one would be
an initial look at the cun, check of the overall visual
characterisgica of the guns. It would alsc be a check
on the safety, making sure it's functioning propsrlyr

The eecond phase would be a gallery test of

the specified numker of rounds, which I cannot recall

O
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richt at the mogent.v

The third phase would be a tear-down of this
gun after that test to see that there was no-damaga to
any of the comgoﬁents.r It would also check for any wear
or any, for example, cracked wood or sblit wocd,vor
thinqs-like this.

0 Wwhen you téok the job asAquality control
supervisor in, I believe you said, April of 1374, 4id.
the function test with reépect to the model 600 include
what ig known ag a trick test? |

a I don't recall.

] Do you -~~~ Are you :amiliar @ith the tarm
trick test? |

A Yes, I am.

e} _wOuld vou explain to me your understanding of
a trick test?

A The trick test is taking a gun, for example,
the model 700, first checking it fox live ammunition,.
closing the bolt, putting the safe to gﬁe on position,
pulling the triggar, and the gun must not fire. Moving
the safe to a halfway position, pulling the trigger,

the gun rust not fire, and then moving the safe to the
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(:> full out position, the gun must not fire.

o At some time -- At some time during the tine

in whick you were guality contrel supervisor, wasmthe‘
‘ﬁrick test added to the audit procedure with respect to
tha'modei 769?

I I don't recall.

¢ Do you recall whether it wﬁsvaone at all dﬁring
the years that you ware gquality conﬁrol'supsrvisof?  7

A No, I don't.

Q Puring the yeare that you were supervisor ..f
product»testinq, do I understand correctly that all fire-
;%f> arms were tegted during that ysar? At lsast were temt&d
in a gallery p;ior to being sghippad?

A Y&g. v ‘

Q And that gallgry test on the model 700, 4id
that include the trick test?

MR, SéULLY: What timé period, Counsel?
MR. AMES: During the vear that hé was
supervisor of product testing. :

A I don't recall.

o3 pid the mo&el_GDO gallery testing include the

trick test?
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A Y don't recall.

0  Sir, between ~-- During the years that you.
were supervisor of quality control, '74 to the d#tés;in
*77 that you've given me, were thsre ever malfunctioﬁs
in fire control of the model 700's detected in a quglity
control audit procedurae? |

MR. SCULLY: cOunsei, malfunctions?
What do you mean by malfunctions?
BY MR. AMES:
.Q Anything detectad in the firé control that was
occurring, not as intendad by the,deéign?
MR. SCULLY: Thae guestion is vague and:
ambiguous, overly hroad, lacks foundation.‘.
You. can answér, if you undératand.. |

A The.question wag ~- Let me just rapa&t'it,
Was there ever -~

0 During the time that yvou were supervisor~ot
gquality control, were there any malfunctions in the
fire control of the model 760 daetectsad by the audit
process?

MR, SCULLY: Same objection. Go éhead

and answer it.

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.

SEE 0262



36

A I would have to say ves.

o} And what procedure occurred when -- 'ﬁéﬁfmg

withdrawvthat. Strike the last gquestion.
Aré you familiar with thé term "fire’onisafety
release”? | o
A | Yes.
0 Wpuld*you explain to me your understaﬂdi£g1of
FSR? N
MR. SCULLY: I assume FSR means fife*én
safety release? |
BY MR, AMES: |
Q ﬁo you understand that acrohymé'
A Yés.- when the safety moves from the on éosi—
tion to the off position, the gun will fire. |
1 'And as you understand the term FSR, or:fire:on
safety release, does that include any manipulation of -
the trigger prior to ths -- after the saféty has been
put on, but before it was mqved to the off position?
A No. But it would be =-- it might pull the.
trigger. That I would not considervmanipulation.'

Q A fire on:- safety release could include the

sequence of putting the safety on, pulling the trigger,
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and pulling the Qafety off?

A Yes.

11} Were any fire g, -safety rsleass malfunétibgs
identified iﬂ the audit procedure'b§.£he guality éé#ﬁ?ol
process during the years '74 to '77? n

A | I don't recall.

¢ Were a malfunction in the fire control identi-

- fied during thosa vears, in the audit process, under your

supervision, what would be done?

MR. SCULLY: It calls.for Speculatién,
lacks foundation. You can #nswe: it, £{f vou
know.

R We would work with process éngineers to find
out the cause, i{if indeed that was a malfunction at this
time. |

a Let me be more specific. I1f one of your two
quality control auditors detected a ﬁalfunction in the
fire control of the model 700, what was the general pro-
cedure with respect to what they would do?

MR. BCULLY: Again, it assumes facts not
in evidence, lacks foundation. You cean %nswar

it.
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o

~
e

t\_/ﬁ-

A They would report it to me, beinc the supervisoc
of the area. We would work with tﬁe current proéucts
group to find out if indeed it wes a'malfunction,{and,go
from there to find out a cause, if eone axished.. L

Q Wag any record made of the auditors havingl'
detected a malfunction ir the fire control of tha model
7007 o

MR, SCULLY: Counsel, yqu'va gone from &
hypothetical to a factual situation. Your
cuestion ig argumentative. Howsver, you can
enswer the guestion.

A Rephrase that one,pleése.

o) I'm again té&élking about the years in which.you
were supervisor of quality control, and vou told me that
malfunctions in'fira controls were deéected. end I'n now
asﬁing you as to the procsdure. If an auditor did detect
guch & malfunction, was any record or documentation made
of their having found that malfunction?

A If one was found, it would have been recordéd.

o Oon what was it recorded?

MR, SCULLY: Wwell, on what was it recorded

if it was found.
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MR, AMES: Yes.
‘MR. SCULLY: Lacks foundation, calls:for
speculation. You can sangwer.
BY MR. AMES; | |
Q When one was found, which you told me 5qm¢ were
found, how was it recorded? |
MR. SCULLY: We're gbing from whgnrgq{if,
svervy qther question. B

A I have a guestion. What is "when one was

found®?
4] If a malfunction wags found in a model 700

fire control.

| % Any malfunction?

g Any malfunction to the firg control, where was
it recorded?

A | It would have been recorded in our quality
audit records.

Q Is that the name of =a particular_document? Is
therse a document “quality audit records”?

A No.

Q Wwhat was the name of the document or documents

in which it would be recorded?
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.8 I don't know.

Q Would the document on which a malfunction in
the model 700 fire control was recorded ccme_froéf#ﬁé
auditors to-you?.

A Yes. But I have a question. What you'£e5. 
considering a malfunction, now. I think we ghould
straighten out the term malfunction. You're saying??SR?

43 I'm using the word malfunction ag I prééiously
defined it, which is anything occurring not as designed.
| A Okay. Anything occurrihg, ves. A |

@ And ‘would -~ Whatever the form on which tﬁis
mal function was tecorded.rwould that come to you?

A Yes.,

0 Would you be the first recipisnt of it froﬁztha
auditor?

A. Yes.

o Would they send thi# doocument to anyoﬁs elsa,

or a copy of it?

A They would not. It would come out of the office

of the quality control supervisor,
Q From vou?

A Yas, at this ¢time.
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1 And whenﬁthe:malfunct;onfwés PSR, during those
years, would it also come to you on this document?

A Yes. |

1Y If the malfunction wvere an PSR, would they show
vou the actual.firearm in guaestion?

A If it ﬁas au FSR, ves.,.

) Okay. When you-had received this document,
whatever the title was, indicating that a'malfunction ha
been detected in a modei 700 during those yvears, the fire
control, what would the distributiqn be from you?

.k It would go to engipeering and production
supervision, providing, again; it'yas a malfunction.
There could have been a number of malfunctions, or a
number of problems. ‘

0 Okgy; If it were an FSR, would it go to

engineering and production?

A ° Yes.

o Supervision by?

kA .Same as any other malfunction.

0 Okay. When yoﬁ say engineerinq and production

supervision, could you be more explicit what ycu mean?

A Procese sngineering would be current product

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.

SEE 0268



42

supervision, and at this time it weuld have been thaﬂ'
production superviSOt-an& superintendent'diractly n

involved in the manufacture.

0 Where would the original of this form ==

A I don't know.

2 -- go?

‘A Oh. --

i Pid you keep it?

A It woulé have been kept in qguality contrel
records. Por how loﬁg, I don't know, |

Q Would you Havs sent a copy of that op to -~

Lv Yes.

0 -~ to other pmople you?ve told me about?

Current products and process angineering?

AR Yes. Genesrally, as I recall, that would have
been the way we would handle malfunctions. s
Q Wag the document on which the record of the

malfunction in the fire control of the model 700 between
the vears we've begen discussing befracoidad on-an eight-a
a~hsl f-by-eleven shest?

| A Yes.

a Was there a tag attached to the model 700
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indicating the malfunction that had been detected?
| MR, SCULLY: The rifle itsgelf?
MR. AMES: Right.

A If there was a malfunction detected, it would
have been marked on a tag and put on the gun.

1 rokay.. Yas any summary of malfunctions in
model 700 fire controls during_thoea vears ever prepared
to your knowladqge? | |

A | I doh‘t recall any.

5] Were the results of guality control auditse
vherein malfunctions were detected in the model 700 fire
control computerized dﬁrinq the vears that you were
supmarvisor of guality control? 

MR, SCULLY: By computerized, ?ou mean

rlaced in a computer?

MR, AMES: Yes. Programred into a compute
A Not to my knowledge.
0 Wwere the -- TI'1) taken given vears. Let's

take 1976, the la2st full vear in which you were in that
job. During the yvear, did you review,or at the end of
any time period; d4id vou review the mzlfunction andit

gquality audit records that yvou told me about?
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A Ch, I'm gsure we reviewed them.

o pid you have a regular program of looking back
through the quality audit records from a particular
period of time?

A Ho.

¢ During the '74 throuch °*'77 period that.we'vé
been digcuszing, how 4id you determine whether thers'was
2 change in the ﬁumber of éype of malfunctions in.apy
particular firearm coming off the production line?

MR. SCULLY: hny firearm, all firsarms?

MR, AMES: All fireérms.

MR, SCULLY: Him parsonal}y?

MR, RMES; Yes. As supervisor cf quality
control.

ﬁk. SCULLY: Overly broad, calls for‘a
narrative., You can enswer, if vou know. |

A Let mé just réphrase it. How did I determine
any change coming off the line?\ oo

Q Well, any change in the number of type of
malfunctions Aetected in the audit process of fireemrms
coming off the line.

A It would have been just from what happened,
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day to :day, wesks, you know. You could ¢ell if(}ﬁgt'
exampie. if a.éarticular qun had a iarge item 6f-§§;d-
scratched oi‘wooé marks coming from -an area, youfcéuld
determine it by, if you saw the same malfunction‘i;b,;r
three -days iﬁ a row, you know, vou would determiné §hat
there is a p;oblem here. |

Q pDid you keep any charts or tecords-by ﬁypé'of
malfunction that would showv you an increase or déc;ease
in a pa;ticular type of malfuhction over the time?

A Duality control kept charts on, you know,
percents of audits, demerits per gun, demerits per units
of g;ns produced during this timé, and these demerits
covered anvthing from visual to functional.

[} BY demerits', you mean if some flaw or defect were
found in the gun} you would say that.gun had a demefit?

A "Right.

Q- pid these demsrits distinguish between malfunc-
tions in ﬁhe fire control and flaws in the stock, for
example?

A Yes, they would. They were between functional

 and visual.

e} Did they distinguish between functional problems

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.

SEE 0272



46

such as failure %to properly feed ammunition from the

magazine and malfunctions in the fire control?

A Thav' would be both considered major demerit
items.
Q But if you had a list of demexrits, wouldiitv

break those fwo categories down?
h A function would be one value, and vou usa the

sample of fire control.

41 All right.
A That posgibly could bhe another valus.
0 Okay. What category or other value would that |

fall under?

A Pormerly, five-demerit items or functioﬁal
{items are on the scale., One was a visuazl, ten was a
1{ttle more objectional visual, fifty was a functioﬁ,v
and 100 was a safety-falated item. Yor example, no

ragnaflex stamp on a barrel, broken component.

0 In 1976, if vou had wanted to look and determing

whether there had been a change in the number of firearm
safety release conditione in model 700 fire controls

detected over the preceding three~vear period, what

record or records would have been available to you to makp
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<:> such an investigation?

‘MR. 8SCULLY: That question assuﬁeafﬁ@;ta

not in evidence. 1It's vague and ambigﬁéﬁgg;

ovérly broad. You can answar, if you iﬁéé..
A I can'tAanswer for sure, but to my knowiadgé,

there were rgéofdsAkept on all malfunctions. You.gf§ 
relating one malfunction, but we kept demerits and §gfe¢ts
on all our gquns so we could go back if we had to fbg;a
certain length of time, and I do not know what that period
‘of ti@e was at this time, or have these records.

o Wwhen you say you kept demerits in that there

Qere a hundred demerits for a safety malfunction;'that
would include the fire conﬁrol mechanism, or would that
include anything related to safety of the weapon?

R Anyéhinq rgl#ted to safety. I specificéiiy
ugsed ag an éxaméle, for example, a magnaflex stamp or
proef stamp missing from a gun. |

; Q Bo if'yoﬁ were lookxing back for the three-vear
reriod I've asked you about at these records, would you
ba able to téll specifically wvhether thera had been an

increase or decrease in flrearm safety release malfunc-

tions in the model 7007
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MR, SCULLY: If vou were locking back at
thisg time? -
~MR. AMES: No. 1In 1976 loocking fp:-the
three prior yvears. | |
MR. SCULLY: Again,»same objection. Lacks
foundation, calls for speculation. It'Ssbégh
agked and answered. You can anever. 'Gé-ayéad
and answer it aqgain. o
2 Tf thoee recoords were available at this~£imﬁ,
which I mentioned they were, I'm sure I could look at
them and tell. |

Q- Would these have been records of demerits,; or

would these have been the sheets £illed out by the auditos

that you told me about earlier?

A These could have been earlier.

e Fow, from looking at the records of demerlits,
could you distinguish bet&aan 2 fire on safety release
nalfunction and the lack of magnaflex tests on the barrel

A It could be listed right on the shaét, @emerite
items and the value of them.

¢ Say one or the other.

R It would sey "Maanaflex stamp missing,” "Scratc

= ]

[ )
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(:) on stock," "Roor color on barrel,”®” things like that.
Tt would be spelled out right on the sheet.
‘Q So you would go back through -~ ¥Were the files
kept by model for a particular item?
A Cenerzlly, chronologically.
e} SG_yog would go back through chronoloqicalliilas
with rqspectAtéxall of the models being produced angflook
on the sheets and see from day to day which partiéﬁlar

" models had demerits?

A That could he done,
n Waeg there any summary record kept that you
f%i} could go to directly and savy we had so many denmsrits.

related to f€ire on safety release in the year 1975?
MR. SCULLY: This ig when he was --
MR, AMES: In 1976. Supervisor of guality
control.
MR, BCULLY: Lacks foundation, calls for
»spapulation. He can answer it.
A At the end of a yeayr, vou could take ﬁhese}
records, if they are availsble, and you c&uld go-hggk_to

them and see what the malfunctions were and you could.

do anvthing vou wanted with then.
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Q piéd you, during the years that you were super-

visor of gquality control, spot fire on safety release

nalfunctions for any period of time?

A I don't recall.

o pid you have a regular vrogram during #ﬁgsé'
vears of going back and looking for any patterns ih»mél-
functions in the:firearms being produced? -

MR, SCULLY: The cuestion is~vaguefgﬁé{
amhiguous. Regular programé What do yoﬁ nean
by that, Counsel? | |

MR. AMES: Did he, on a regular besis?

A I don't recall.
o You don’'t recall guch a program?

A Ho. I don't recall going back on a reqpla:
basis to check them. S
| o} Did you ever -~ Strike‘that.
Do you know of your own knowledge of anyoué
else'ever going back and making such 2 check?
MR. SCULLY: RArxe you agsuming that‘he éié,
in your question? |
MR. AMES: No. I'm asking if he knows i€

anybody else 4id. ¥e've already éiscussed what
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e

A

o

he's done. I'm asking to his knowledge of
othsfs. |

I don't recall.

You don't recall anyone deoing it?

Yo, I don't.

Do you recall anyoﬁe making any{investi?ation

into model 700 fire control malfunctions? Histcricqlk

investigation, I mean, at any time?

A

o

'MR. SCULLY: Up to the present?

MR. AMES: Up to the present.

MR. SCULLY: Hisﬁoricai investigaﬁig#?
What éo you mean by that? |

ER. AMES Looking back to-sbmethinq.
before. more than a week back, over a pg?iqd of
tiﬁe, to ‘determine what the history of tﬁe‘
fire control malfunction in the modsl 700‘3
had been.
This 1s from the present day back?

Yes. Have you any recollection at any time of

.anyone doing that with respect to the 700°?

MR. SCULLY: The guestion iz vague and

arbiguous, You can ansver.
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A

3

as supervisor of cuality control?'

<

Q

it?

Yas. I'm sure it was done,

'When wasg it done?

I don't recall.

Was 1t done after vou finisghed your position

It was done probably after May of '77. .

QOkay. Do you recall who did it?

No, X don't.

Da you recall what department or division 4ié

It woulé have bean PE&C.
Do vyou knovw why it wag done?

It wag done -- I'm sure it was done in con-

junetion with a legal case.

D

Did that investication involve more than.an

investigation of historical incidents of model 700 fire

control malfunctions in the quality audit process, or

was it focused solely on the quality audit érocess?

MR, SCULLY: The cuestion is compound,
vaque and ambiquous. You can answer, 1f you
know.

Could you give me one at a time?
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vy All right. Was it focused solelv on th§~gﬁalit
audit procesgs? | L

A ¥o.

1+ What parts of the firearm manufacturing précess
was thig investigation -- did it include? |

MR. SéULLY: vague aﬁd ambiguous. You can
answsyr, if vou know.

A To the best §f my knowledge, it would have
included PE&C and production and research. I knoé I'm
not supposed to ask gquestions. Are you looking for a
specific investigation, or just genaral?

0 well, vyou'wve told me you'do tacall‘some iﬁves-

tigation.

A Okay.
Q The one you racall is what I'm asking.
A And I nmentioned it wag involved in probably

- for a court case,

n A1l right.

3 Okay.

¢ Do you recall of any other investigations or
studies with respect to the history of malfunctions in

any connection with the fire control of the model 700?
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A No.

a Let ma ask vou to define another term, and that
ie your understanding of the term "fire control in the
model 700.° 7

A Fire control in the modsl 700 would be thé“

trigger housing, all components inside of it, and outside

of it..
0 Inqluding the pafety lever?
A For example, the safety lever, Ssar Safety,'

Car trigger, connector, the housing, the pins.

1] Okay.' Do you have any knowledge with respsct

‘to the results of this study or investigation into the

malfunction and history of the model 760 that you've¥ 
referred to?
MR, SCULLY: Are you :eferrinq to the
investigation that was conducted by PE&C_er a
legal casa? ’
MR. AMES: The one he has made reference
to.
MR. SCULLY: fThat is what you're making

referesnce to?

MR, AMES: Yes.
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R 1Y

A Do I have any specific rscollection?

¢ Do you have any knowledge of what the results
wvere?

A Not that I can tell vou right now, verbatim,

or exactly what happened, or what the results were..

o Do vou, in your own mind, have a recolleqtipn
a8 to whether the results, as you understood them,”wqie
positive or negative?

MR, SCULLY: Counsel, that 1s'vagu§fand
ambiguous.» ¥hat is positive? What do you mean
by poéitive and negative?

ME, AMES: Results t#at he felt wgra-géod,
acceptable to him, |

MR, SCULLY: Aagain, it's vaguse and émbigu-
ous, calls for speculation. You can anéﬁer,
if you understand. |

A You waht to know 1f the investigation prodnéed
results in improvements to our products? |

0 What results d4id it produce? What do you have
in mind when vou say results?

MR, SCULLY: Again, vague and ambiguous,

calls for speculation. Go ahead.
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A There werae results and, like, some changes to
our process. I do n6t7épécificélly'rémahber what they
were, but I know at this time there wers chanqesjgﬁag;

2 Ané this sometime you are referring to-i#“@ome—
time in 19772 C

A I:think I have previouslyAmentioned frém:“77 on
and I don't recall the exact tims.

0 Was it between '77 and tha‘end of '79, qeneral
time frame? -

A I 40 not recall the exact time period. I
mentioned it's batween when I was on thie present

assignment.

0 And are vou able to say'whether generally it wajs

in the first half of this assignment or the second?
You've been with this one for six years.

"MR. BCULLY: Counsel, it's been asked and
answered. He said he doesn't recall. You Eun
answer it agaih. gir. |

A Same answer. I don't recall the exagt da§e;
4] I've besn asking you for a qenerﬁl statéﬁeht,
not an exact statemant.- You don't have a recollectiop

of generally?
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(:> ‘MR, SCULLY: 1It's been asked and answered,

You areAinstructeﬁ not to answer.

BY MR. AMES:

Q Can you reference the time frame of thasellx
regulets and changes with respect to the model 700 As;yon
referred to by reference to ahy other event othe?_ihgn
a specific date? . |

A I had mentioned that it was in result of oﬁber
court‘cases: | |

Q Do you have & particular. court case in min2?

MR, éCULLYa Go &shead.
iQ:> | A Tﬁe Co#tas case which cinv&ived a modal.ﬁba; !
| Q And vers thera changes made in the 7060 also; as
B result of the Coatss case?. |
MR. SCULLY: By'chanQes. changes 1ﬁ Qhat?
MR, AMES: Any éhanges in the model 700
rifle.
MR, SCULLY: You mean the design, manufac-
turing process?
MR. AMES: Change in the design orimanu-

facturing process or quality contrel procedure.

MR, SCULLY: 1It's overly broad. It calls
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for a narrative. VYou can answer, if you know.

A There were changes mede to the process. -
o By process, you mean quality control prpgésé?
A Manufacturing process. | |

Q Manufacturing process. Whgt were the cﬁénégs

to the manufacturing process as a result of the Coates

case? Acgain, I refer to the model 700.

A I don't recall specifically.
¢ Do you have a general recollection?
A They did involve the fire control. More

-increased checks on the fire control components and the
argsembly of-tﬁe fire control. | |
Q Did they involve any changes in the.dasign or
specification for the fire control in the mod&el 7007
MR. SCULLY: The qguestion lacks foundaﬁion
cails for speculation from this partlcﬁl#f:
witness. You can aﬁswer, if vou know.
A It's 2 two-part guestion as I see it. One

you say in the design ~-

Q Let me first ask you just design.
A Not to my knowledge on the design.
[+ Any change in the specifications as to size or
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MR, SCULLY: Same objection.
BY MR. AMES: °
Q --"1n the fire control of thé 700 as ajrésult
of the Coates case? o
A I don't recall. There were changes madé.f-I

‘8o not recall what they were¢, and when I say apacifiéa—

tions, it's strictly in the process standpoint.

0 That 1s the process of checking?

A Right.

0 Rather than the actual manufactured size pf'tﬁe
parts?'

A Yes.

(S Okay. Whe would know about the‘changesfthat

you've 3just referfed to?

3 You woulé have to talk with anvbody in the
research ‘design section.

¢ Since 1977, at-any time, vhéh you changed your
pressnt posgsition, has tﬁe superQisor of aquality contrbi
reported to you? |

A "‘No.

o Who developed the trick test?
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A I don't know.

2 Do you know whether the trick teat haé,”£9-9our
knowledge, changed esince it was first 6eveloped?;ii?m“
talking here About'the trick test with respect tp_tﬁél
fire control of the models 600 and 7b0. .

MR. SCULLY: The trick test that.hé;‘::
defined? | .

MR. AMES: Right.

MR. éCULLYz By change, do you maaﬁ in the
method? | “

MR. AMES: Right.

A I don't know. |

0 During the time that you were supervisor of
guality con;rol. and you told me that the auditoréiWc:ld
bring modsl 700's to vou, éo you récall aver in your own
mind ideniifying one or more causes for FSR in those
model 700's being eudited?

MR. SCULLY: Would you read that question
back, please?
(The last question was read by the -

reporter.)

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, that is unintglligible.
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(:> Could you rephrase that question?

BY MR, AMES:

0 Dnring'the time you_weré supervisor of cuality
control -;

A Okay.

o -~ during that period --

A Right.

f -- di{d you ever in your own mind identify
one or more causes of FSR in the models 600 and 700 which
were being audited?

MR. SCULLY: The qﬁegtion is compound;

%ﬁ) . lacks foundstion. You can mnswer it.

BY MR. AMES:

@  I'll ask 1t as to the model 700, first.
A We've been talking about malfunctions, and -~
4} In gquns of which FSR -could be one of thesa

malfunctions, if it occurred at this time.
S Your-guestion, now, as I am-reading it, i£-gherp

wae any FSR at this time, would they have brouth them
fé me as they would aﬁy other mglfunction?_

0 No. I'm trying to get &0 what your understand-

ing 18 of that time with respect to the causes of FSR in

MARTIN MURRPHY, CSR, P.C.

SEE 0288



62

nev gqung that were being audited.
MR. SCULLY: What moéesl guns?
bMR. AMES: 700 is my question at tﬁé E*
moment.
MR, SCULLY: It assumes facts not ins
evidence, lacks foundation. You can ansker;
if you can, without speculating.

A I woulé hava to say you are making an assumptio
that therevwas anp FSR, at thig time, or there wsr# subseq
malfunctions,'right7

MR. SCULLY: That is why it lacks founda-
ﬁioh ﬁnd calls for speculation. |

A (Continuing.} As I said previously, if thefe
arve =~- IThete were malfunctions of any variety, they
would have broﬁght ther to me for action.

s Let me‘ask it from a diffefent time period.

At any timse during which vou have besen empldyed at

~ Remington, has it ever come to your attention that there

have been one or more PSR malfunctione in a model 7007
I'm refarring, now, to nev guns,.
A Yes.

0 It has. And do you know what the time period

nen
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in which this has come to your attention?

A 1 don't recall.

4 Do you know how many?

A I do not recall how manvy.

o Mors than s hundred?

A I don't recall howv many.

0 Do vou have any idea of the order of magnitude?
A ¥o, I don't. : . b
Q And what is your understanding of the causoé of

the FSR malfunction in the model 700 that hag come.ta
~ your attention?
| MR. SCULLY: Well, he has indicated he
doegn’'t reczll how many have come to hie atten-
tion. Your question is compound, calls for_
a narrative and ie overly broad. However,'you
can answer it, L{f you can,

A . It could be various malfunctions, various
reasons. For example, the fire control could be ian such
a way that parts inside don't work freely.

0 ' Arny other malfunctions again with respect to
PSR in model 700's? And I'm talking about new guns}"

MR. SCULLY: You want him to itemize all
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(:> . the peseible reasons for these various FERs?

MR, AMES: No, that's not the guestion.

I'm asking him 'a§ to the causes that he knows
of with respect to the PSR's in the group that
we've defined here.
A Because I said I have sean them, right?
There coulﬁ be'foraiqn material in the fire control._;
ol In new quns? |

A It could be oil, it could be a chip.

o You mean & metal chip from the manufacturing
. process? x | |
%fj ’ A S Right,

2 Any other causes, ﬁc your knowledge, in the

nevy guns?

A . Yo.

.Q In the process of that you_told me about of
assigning demerits to guns, who decided that 2 particular

model and aspect of a firearm had too many demerits, if

anyona?
MR. SCULLY: Assumes facts not in evidence,
lacks foundation. You can answer, 1f you know.

A When I went on the job at guality control, there
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waz & system of demerited items or demerits, you know,

for components, for items, and we went from that as our

guide.
Q Okay.

A Now, when you get to ten end one demerit items,
a lot of it is judgment.
o ¥When -~ How many 100 demarit items with

respect to a particular model would cause some action to

be taken?
A One.
Q One. What action would that cause to be taken?

A Aqaih, T had mentioned getting with the peocple
in production and engineering for corrective action,
immediate corrective actiog.

o] What if there were ten 100 demerit items with
respsct to a particular model?

MR. SCULLY: What do you mean?
BY MR. AMES:

s] Was there ﬁ particular lsvel above one which
something e#lge happened other than demerits?

R No.

Q ¥ho kept track of the guality auvdit records wit
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respect to the various models during the time that you
ware quaiiti conﬁrol supervisor?
&R. SCULLY: What do you mean kaptbtrack?
MR, AMES: Who was the custodian of thesne
records?
MR. SCULLY: It assumes facts not.inj
evidence, lacks foundation. You can aﬁgwer.
{if vou know. |
A I don't recall the names, but I was diracﬁly
responsible for them. |
¢ There was someone in your'office who.aetualiy
kept your fiieé Qith respect to the éu#lity recorda?i
A Yee. There night have been several people.
9. And you don't recrll aﬁy of the names?
| MR. SCULLY: Counsel), that has been.asked
and answered. You are instructed not to answer
BY MR_. AMES ¢ |

1} During the time that you were supervisor of

quality control, were there any changes in audit procedurps

with respect tc the model 700?
A I'é have to say yes, but clarify that I don't

recell what they were. However, I'm sure in a period of
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three vears there were some changss.

AQ Were thers any changes to audit procedures

with reepect to tha fire control function of the model 70D?

A I don't recall that.

Q ﬁere there any changes with respect to ﬁhe
qguality control audit procedurss on the model 606 during
the time that you were supervisor of quality cont;ol?

A Two questions back, I answered that thoré-were
probably changes mads to the audit procedures on_700,'

but T don't recsll what they werse.

t My question, now, was as to model 600.
A Same answer. I don't recéll what they were.
0 Do you recall any changes to the audit procedure

with respect to the function of the fire control in the
model 600 during the time you were supervisor?

A I don’'¢ recall any.

0 When changes were made in the qﬁality control
audit proceduras, during the time you were supervisor,
were those changes recorded in any kind of a document?

MR. SCULLY: Your éuestion lacks founda-
tion, calle for spaculation on this witness'’s

behalf. You can answer, if you know.
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A There were guality audit procedures and any

changes were noted on them.

ol Okay. 2Are those quality control audit procedures

that "vou were referring to something called "a proé@ss
record ~ inspection®?

R I don't know if it's specifically that iggm:
vyou're talking about, but they were process recordg_with

dates listed on it, and a notation of changes.

Q In the audit procedures?
A Yeas .
Q gir, I'11 show you a process record inspection

form, and I'm not directing you to any particular'infor-

nation on this one, but generally as te the top. It
Bavs ”Proceas_Record Inspection™ on the top, and Ifi;
note that has been nreviously ﬁarked 28 L¥F~5.

MR, SCULLY: PFox? |

MR. AMES: Fox, Mr. Fox's deposition.

BY MR. AMES:

¢} T8 that the form on which changes to the audit

procedures would have besn entered?
A No.

Q Okavy. Can yvou, perhaps by reference to this,
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can you give me a better description of the form?

A As I previously testified, wa had quality

£TEN

eudit précedures'for machine.stdéiqs,zéééﬁiae capébtlity ;
\ » studies,'componeﬁts manufactured; and finished qﬁns;
We 4414 not have any ~- I was not responsible fof an§~
thing of inéoming raw materials, or we call these &
purchass part.inspectio;. This was handled by enqineéring.

i, o :‘4So that ﬁhe part by this process, when vou say
thag# you are refétrtng to ~~ that relates to the
purchaged part?

L Yes}

| €:> Q My guestion now gous to the audit procedures
on the finel third category you told me about. F;nal
finished p:oéudt. I'11l show you a2 document previously

marked LF=2 in Mr, Fox'svdepositicn with the general titlpe

at the top of 5Pfocass-ngqofd.“- It does not use the

>term 1nspactionllike the,othar oneg, Ig this the.general
form on-which the éualit? audit proced#ree with respect "
to»ﬁhe model 7BQ would have been r§corded during the time }
fhat you were supervisér of quality control? /

A When yod say gengrallv, that is very ahqibuous

because this is8 a process record for manufacture. VWe

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.

SEE 0296



(:D would have, you know, a sheet e!ght—and-a-half-by*eleven,

and it would have ouality audit procedures, somsvhere on

-t

it, and 1t would 1list egch one of:tha steps in thefﬁualiv
sudit procedure, for this third phase that we're #alking
about, .

o Okav. And was {t poiicy during the time theat
you were supervisor of guality control to enter any‘cﬁanges

in quality zudit proceduras on firearms in the process

recorés?
k. Yace.
4] Hould any changes with respect to the sctual -r-
O strike that.

{Wwhereupon, a¢ 10:2¢ a.m., & brief recaesg
vasg takan.)

(Yhereaupon, a2t 10:47 a.m., the proceasdings
were fesumed.)

MR .* AMES: Back on the rececrd. Vould you
note that Mr. Scuily is back in the room’
Would you please note the time, 10:47,

MR, SCULLY: Mr. Scully is now sitting down

and piéking up his pen.

BY MR. AMES:
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fn In response to the question before the break,
vyou made raference to purchase parts, and you séid those
were handled by engineering. What 4id4 you mean by the
term sngineering?

A That would hbe in_the proceés enqiﬁeering aYoup.
~The PE&C group.

0 Okay. And what does the PE&C group do witﬁ
respect to purchase parts?A | | |

A They have people assigned the responsibility of
working to make sure the'purchase parts are to the draw-
inés, and I had p;eviouslyvmsntionea our process encineerk
ﬁanufacture components oﬁ the floof. Their»purchass §arts
would be eEprings and screws nqd stampinge and things like
that. You showed ma an example of it; there was a spribg
or something.. _

| ] pid tﬁe -~ Wae this the change during the
years that yon were qﬁality control supéfvisor?

A Yeg.

! Did the Quality control people run any guality
control checks on thavpurchaaa parts in addition to the
~~ whatever testing or checks mey have bsen made by the

PELC people?
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A No, none.

a You said that for one vear, approximately '76

‘through April of '77, vyou were &lsc supervisor of product

testing, whieh included the g#llery?

A Yes.

64 Thé gallary is the place whéra Reminqtbn -
new Ramington firearms are given a functional test,
including firing,prior to being shipped?

R Yes. | |

143 And during the year that you were incharge of
the gallery, wholreported directly to vyou? |

MR, SCULLY:  From where? Prom the_gallery

MR, AMES: ¥With respsct to the gallery
operation.

¥R. SCULLY: Well, I don’'t know. The
question isn't in those terms. We're just

supposed to speculate what you want?  Go

ahead.
A There was a foreman in chaxge of the gallery.
4 ¥ho was the foreman? |
A To etaft with, T baliéve it was Bari Pglmar,

who retired, and I think the next one was FRoward Lynch.,

-5
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<:> L=-Y-N-C=H,

a How many emplovees in the gallery were there at

thig time?

-3 Approximately twenty. ‘That is just an approxi-
mation, |

)} Were records kept at. the .—- of any mglfﬁnc-

tions detected in firearms during the gallery testing

procedures?
MR, SCULLY: Any malfunctions?
MR, AMES: Any.
MR. SCULLY: Overly broad and ambiguous.
VQ:) | . You can answer.
A For the fnnction testing and accuracy‘testing,

there were records kept of malfunctions.
1] And would the testing with respect to functions
"have included testing of the modal 700? Functioning of

the model 700?

A Yes.
0 Would that include the fire control function?
A In the gallery procedure, one of the slements

would be to check for proper operation of the safety.

¢ puring the -year that vou were supervisor of
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the gallery operation, 4id the quality control - i?m
sOYry, sgrikerthat. '

Did the gallery procedures include a2 trick
test as you‘va defined it of the modal 7007

A I don't recall.

o Dﬁring the year that you were.suparvisor of the
gallery, in what form was information with respect to
malfunctions of fire control of modsl 700 -~ Well,
gtrike that. |

Were there ever any malfunctions in the firs
control of the model 700 in the gallery during tha:‘y@ar?

A I don’t recall. |

o] Okay. If there wvere malfunctions, in what
form would they have been recorded?

MR.lSCULLY: Lacks foundation, calls for
speculation. You can answver it without guessin

A | All rmralfunctions would have been recorded on a
sheet, and then sent to a tabulation room and put oﬁ a
corputaer report..‘That would be for the gallery malfunc-
tions onlv. -

Q So the gallery malfunctions were computerized

by the guality control audit?
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A That is right. That is right.

'@ Mas there any procedure during the:years that
you were quality control supervis@r for anyona reviewing
hoth the quality control audit malfunction racorééfaﬁé

the gallery malfunction records as a whole?

A I don't think there was any set procedu:e.

Q0 Do you have any recollection of anyona:evaf
doing it?

A I don't recall anyons doing it.

Q big yoﬁ recelive the shesﬁs aon -which maifun:~

tions detected in the gellery were récorded during:tﬁa
year that you were ecupervisor of the gallery? o
). % Yet_;z .
0 You saw all of them?
MR, SCULLY: <That calls for spaculafibn,
it's overly broad.
Did you see sach and everv one of them?
THE WITNESS: I saw every one that was
given to ma, but Iacah't say they ware all of
them.
BY MR. AMES:

Q Was it procedurs that all of them shouid be
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given to yéu?

A Yes.

o Was the gallery ever used to test fire#rﬁg
ag part of the quality audit procedurse, to your”kﬁéwlgdgep

A Yes, it was. I previously mentioned ths.third
phase included, you know, function testing of thaffiiéarm.

Q That included firing in the gallery? |

A Yas, it did. |

a Were those function tests fired in the gallery,
or that took place in the gallery with respect to:thé 
model 700, where there wvas & malfuﬁ&tion, wersa thbsé'.
Qi) recordsd as part cf the computerized daté in the qélléty?

A No, they were not.

51 Why wes that?

A i'é juét like to go over something here. :In
our quality setup, at this time, the quality audit, zs
Y mentioned, 4id just the thres phases I talkedxab§ut.
The machines, éomponents. and final guns, which %ncluded
a function tést. There were cother aspecte of the:quaiity

that I did mention, and things that were checked byi;'

areas other than quality audit. That would be =~- I’

maentioned the purchase parts. Also mentioned vere
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the distortion and heat treat parts that would haV§‘been

checked out by the chem and met pecple, and I had;héhfioned

Keliy C&adwﬁck as the supervisor of chem and met;;ffﬁé
¥ number of.rounds fired by the quaiity audit tagigi;f:
the ~- was a quality auvdit function, &and it was?ﬁéf;
reported by the gallery. The gallg:y reports weré‘féé
guns coming into the gallery. They wsre tested'aﬁdﬂf@the
passed or reijected. e

o ¥why was it that the gallery test data,'ﬁigh.
respect to malfunctions, wasg computerized, and the‘§§§l—

[y

ity control audits of the same model of firearm was not

computarized?
MR. SCULLY: It's been asked ané ;hswered.
A I can't answer why - it wasg't. |
o Do you know if it has been, up to the p?eeent,
time?
A I can't say for sure. 7It's one of the_things

that is, I'm sure, being looked at.

1) Igs it your testimony that during the years that
you were {n the process enginearing and control sectién,
in the production section, that the chem and met people

checked every heat-treated part for possible distortion?
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O

O

®

A  They éid not check every part.

) | bid they have an audit procedure to chack some
percentage parts? |

A ?hey had a heat traat inspector wholche;kéd_
for proper heat treat of components, coming out ﬁhecking
for hardness, primary hardness, for each lot that Qent

to heat treat.

a nid he check some percentage of each 1o€?¥ 
A Yes.

o Who would check for distortion of parts &g a
result of the hest treat process? |
MP. SCULLY: What time period?
MR. AMES: At any time that he knows of
during his employment by Remington.
MR. SCULLY: TIt's overly broad. Do foﬁ
want the name of the person,his positiﬁn? 
MR, AMES: Either, if he has <he fnforma-
tién. |
& It's very -- 1It's like-Stsve said, it is
broad, bscausa checking for distortion could be,_for:
exarple, a barrel that was crooksd coming out of haae 

treat, that was crooked. It may have been that. This
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would have basen checked by anvbody lookincg at it,
) Let's take a specific part. Let's take the
side plates for the model 700 fire control. Are those

gide plates heat-tresated, is that corfect?

A What time period? Presantly?
0 Yes, presantly.
A Presently, today, one side is heat-treaﬁed, and

the other isn't. o
Q Were either side hesat~-treated during theiyaﬁrs
that you worked in production with respsct to supervising

heat treatment?

A I can't enswer for sure 1f they were or_ﬁdt.
Q1 Do you knowv why one side (5 heat-treated today?
A It has =~ Yor function, one side has & s&fetv

defact ball on i¢t. It's for wear resistance, to iﬁprove
the surface.
o Was that heat treatment prééess added with .
respect to that part sometime during the 1970's8?
A I don't know. |
Q ¥aeg it being -~ Strike that.
Was the trigger connector heat—traatedragain

with the model 700 fire control during the time that you
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were in production, in supervising heat treatment?gifi

L I would have to say to the best of my~kﬁ§§i§dge
YEes. |

o Okay. W%Who would check the trigger connecggi

for any distortion as a result of the heat treatmant

process?
MR. SCULLY: You mean the individggi?]frha
neme of the inédividual, his position? : f“:
MR. AMES: For that position.
R It would be checked by the heat treat inépéé-

tor for proper heat treat. He wouléd possibly visuaiize
them to see if they Qere crooked. The aseemhler;ﬁﬁg{ﬂ
wvould assemble it to the fire control would be able_tb
tell if it wae digtorted. Ee woulidn't be aﬁle to get it
inte the trigoger housinc. |

Q Sir, during_the vear that you were sﬁpgrvisor

'of the qallery,'did ?ou ever cee any reports which set

out data with respect to types of malfunctions found in

the gallery by model?
A Yes. I had mentioned there was a computerized

report sent out by recerding malfunctions.

4

i
i

Q Okay. Did you ever see any data other than the
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computer printout?

k I don't recall any..

) Did vyou ever see any summary such as thi;?"
I'm referring ¢to GRB-2A and 2B. They are copies”éfgtba
same document.

MR. VIRI: They overlap & little bit,
BY MR. AMES:

D Onane you could rsvad one adge of the page and
the other you can reaad tha other page.

AL There was actually a time when I wasn't
involved with 1it.

8 I understand that.

A I don't yecall. Y don't recall seeing them.
I couid have, but I do not recall it.

Q Thg computer printouts that you recalled ss&ing
vere those'ever printed in chart form?

A on the informaﬁion coming out of the callery,
there was a daily summary, a weekly gummary, and a weakly
summary was plotted on the chart.

o ¥Was that plotting done by the computer or by
gsome person?

B By manual.
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Q Who did that on the chart, manually?

A I do not recall.

0 Was it an employee of the gallery, one of vour
people?

A That is a.two*p#rt question. It would be,’as

I recall, somebody in the guality control.
0 pid this chart ~- What information was on the
chart? |
MR. BCULLY: What-information.from his
:eéollcction?
MR. AMES: Yes.

BY MR. AMES:

Q@  What is your recollection of the categories of
information?
A Parcentage malfunction, by model, or actually

it was by category; center fire, rim fire and shotgun.

o3 'And were the types of malfunctions broken down
on tha chart?

A Ho. It was just a strict percentage of guns
tested or quns rejected, Adivided by thé quns testad.

Q Center fire, shotqun and rim fire?

A Yes. And then there were models, toc. It woul
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be by model, too.
o Did the woakly raport Sreak the malfunctions
out by categories of malfunction? '
MR. SCULLY: Go ahead.
- A No. I mentioned it was just by -~ Okay.
The weekly report would have & -- Right, it would. It

would list aach one of the malfunctions.

) Okay.

k And the number of each.

4 Is that by'é code number?

L Yes.

0 Let me gzhow vou aidocumant yreviously markad

as GRB-4 thch has a list of code numbers on the left
column, and fhen category and type. Are those the cédq
numbars that you wers referring to?

A ¥No, nope. Ho, they are not.

9 Lei me ghow vou another document previously
marked as GRB-& with the heading "Malfunction Index.”
Thig is a multi-page «- five-page document,

A These are the codeg that are from tha'gallefy
malfunctions, and this is the gallery melfunction index.

o This ig what you were referring to as of 1977
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from the conmputerized daily and weekly reports?
A The yvear 1976..
o) Or 19767
A Yes. When I was involved in it, right.
o Okay. Ware any monthly or -~ Let me gtfike
that. o
Were any summaries with respect to malfuﬁegion
by model and type of Qalfunction prepared for any:pef#od
longey than a wesk?
‘MR. SCULLY: The qusstion is compound;
You can ansver it, 1f vou can. -
A - I bélieﬁe. €0 the bsst of my knowledge,v'
there pogsibly was a quarterl? oY yearly summary.
a Is that, again, a computer printout~-type docu-
ment? |
A Rith.
Q Do you ?knéw what the distribution of the
querterly or yaarly summary that you mentioned was?
A I.don't recall. I.do not recall.
3 8ir, 1'11 show you a computer printout:wﬁlch
has bean produced by Remington in this case, gallery test

data summary model 700, 1976.
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MR, SCULLY: Let's have that marked,

rlense.
| MR, AMES: gfteve, Y'd rather not mark the
original, but rather a copy.

MR. RAU: This is an extra.

MR, AMES: ﬁould vyou please mark_this @e
¢IH-22 |

(Exhibit GIBE-2 was marked for identifiéa-
tion.)

MR. AMES: I;m going to detach the qthﬁr
yaars which we =zre not marking, Steve, but 1
don't have a method of securing the pages
?1qht now.

MR. SCULLY: RAll right,

QR. AMES:s This is the gallery test data
summ&ry m§de1 700, 1976,

BY MR, AMES:

Q Iz that the yearly summary that you referred
to?
MR. AMES: We have detached the other
ysare, and stapled together the GHJI-2.
A Could I take a look at this 4ust one moment?
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Q Is that -~
A Well,lit's listed as a gallery test data

summary for '76., VNew guns, repair guns. It does have --

I would have to say ves.

Q0 Were there any othar annual summaries that vou
recall?
A No, I don't. I mentioned there vas pOSsibly a

gquarterly or annual summary.
Q Okay. And does that appear to you.to ba the
annual summary'you were refearxring to?
MR. SCULLY: The documant spesaks for
itself. You can answér it, L.f you can.
MR. AMES: I'm asking him {f he recogﬁizes
it. |
MR, QCBLLY: You're asking him 4f he” 
recognizes that document? Is that what you
are asking? ,
MR, AMES: The annual summary he was
feferring to.
A To the best of my knowledge, looking at it¢, it
appears to be that.

' Did vou ever sese a computer printout that
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summarized certain categories of malfunctions rathgr.than
all of the categories of the malfunction index?v{,fklv
| N MR. SCULLY: The guestion is vaquqféﬁéf
ambiguous. You can answer, {f you undéfé#gﬂd.
A I don't quite understand what you're éééging
at. |
D Well; 418 you ever see a malfunction printbut
from tbe conputer that showed data wifh respect tdfdné
or more categories of malfunctions, but not all of ths
dats shown in ths gallery test dmta sumﬁary? |
MR, SCULLY: The guestion is comp@und,
vague and ambiguous. You can answer, if Qou
can; | |
A I don't recall. |
@  Okay. Sir, in Exhibit GRB-6, I'll refer your
attention to item nqmber sixty~-four wherein it states,
"PSR, fires when safe is released.® 1Is that ths samé
PSR that we vere discussing sarlier?
MR. SCULLY: %hat do you mean is that the
same FSR?
BY MR. AMES:

Q I=s the term as used there defined, the same way
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as vour understanding of FSR that we_discussed earlier?
MR, SCULLY: Again, the document speaks
for itself. EHis definition certainly poean;t
match word~for-word with this particul#r'"r
definition of sixty~four. The document speaks
« for itsslf. PFSR stands for fires when safe
is relaaséd. |
BY MR, AMES:
¢! Do vyou underetand -- Did you understand 1A
1977,'wﬁen you were supervisor of the gallery, thet thnis
use of the terg FSR meant the same thing ag what vou told
me»éarliar this #orninq? | -
A | I can't say for sure.
Q Do you have any reason to believe that vou

understood #£ to mean anything different?

2 My interpretation would be the same at this tine,

but ths galléfy pergon writing it down, he may have had-
3 differsnt interpretation, or it may be something
different. |

0 The person who actually 4s making the £§nctioﬁ
test might have a different understanding of FER? |

A He shouldn't, but it might be something -- It
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might not be the exact same thing‘that I told you.

Q Okay. Do you have any facts that would lead
you ﬁo believe, now, that it 183 not the same thing ‘as
vhat you told me? |

MR. SCULLY: Ths gueastion is vaque.and 
~ambiguous. He just saia that: the authd: qf'
‘thie particular document might have a d;ffefmnt

definition of PSR, His definition miqht:noﬁ
be the same as this witnesse's definition.  Now
you'?e‘asking him what fgcts he has that weuld
l1pad him to believe that the person whol..
aunthored this doesn't have the sxact same
definition of PSR that he does. It just:doesn'
make any sense.

MR, YIRI: T think tba question is, dé‘you

have any facts that lszad you to bslieve that.

MR. SCULLY: The question is still vagque

and émbiguous. |

MR. AMES: 1lt's very claar.

BY MR, AMES:
Q What facts, if any, 4o vou have that wéu;d71ead

vou to belisve that the person making the function tost

3
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and noting FSR on the report from the gallery migh#jﬁave
Viﬁtended a different understanding of the term rég}éhéa
what you told me about this morning? ,‘ V
MR. SCULLY: That calls €for pure'sﬁééﬁ;a-
tion. B
MR, AMES: It's only 4if he knows.:ﬂ[,-
MR. S8CULLY: Pure speculation. Yo§‘¢§h

answer, if you can.

A I don't know.
a You don't have any facts?
4 . YNo. You asksd me previously what I thought'it

was, and I explained to you what I thought that FSR was.

Q0 Em Y correct in understanding that {f I‘réad -
Sir, I'm referring here to the one, two, thraeae, foui,f
five, six, seven, eighth page of the '76 gallery test.
summary. I'm going to underline a particular line hste
with biue ink. €ir, fefarrinq to the line that.I have
just underlined, looking at the first column, apperrs
the woréd "malfunction.* |

A Yes.

& Do T undserstand correctly that that maané that

it was a malfunction in the function test?
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(:) - MR. SCULLY: Well, the document speaks for

iteelf. You're asking him to interpret what the

dgcﬁment means.
MR, AMES: I'm asking his underetanding of
what that means.
i It‘woﬁld be a malfunction.
Q Woﬁld that bz ip the fuucﬁion tegt as opposed
fo thavaecurgcy ﬁestﬁ |
A . Yes.
Q okaf. .And if Y look 4in the second column, T

see the number 700. Would that mean that reafers to the

P
i)
©

medel 7007

A Yos. Model numberVTOOQ

v An&‘a third column would be a caliber?

A Yes. |

Q | And the fourth column wouid be the malfunction
cbde? B

A That is what the document séys, yes.

Q Would I be correct in understanding, from lookihg

S ) . : :
at this, that as the number sixty-four appears there, thes

computer report shows an FSR malfunction in a 270 caliber

modal 700 in the gallary'during 19762
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MR. SCULLY: Well, again, the document

speaks for itself. I will have a continuing

objection regarding this witness's interpreta-
tion as to the document as not authored by him.

BY MR. AMES:

o] tould you answer the question, please?
A Would you repeat it, please?
Q Am I correct in urnderstanding that in 1976 that

éhe computer is reporting that a model 700 270 caliber
malfunction, numbex sixty-four, which is PER, was reportad
at least once?
él:) o A It was reported, yes.
Q Okay. And further, th#t some pefcentage was
rejected of new guns? |
A Yes.
MR. SCULLY: Yes, that is what the document
sa§s?
THE WITNESS: Right.
BY MR..AMES: |

@ And that the total percentage rejected was

0.47

A Yes. That is what the document sayvye.
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1] And 0.4 of what number of those firearms?
MR, SCULLY: What firearms?
MR. RMES: Model 700's.
MR, SCULLY: Produced?
MR, AMES: Tested in-the gallery in 1976.
MR, BCULLY: It cal;s for speculation,
lacks foundation.
A This report you're referring to says number of

quns rejected.

o That is the coclumn after malfunction code?
B Yes.
o} Now, on the line that I'm referring to, that

-would be -~ okay, that wouldé be four?

A Four, right.
@  Okay. That is ~=~
MR. SCULLY: That is what the document
safs?
THE ﬁITNESS: Yes .,
BY MR. AMEEB:
Q Number of guns rejected ie four, and the per-
centage £g 0.4. That is the percehtaqe rejscted?

A Yes. That is what the documentis ghowing.
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@ That -—;1LWhat’wou1d you'conclude is the total
number of mode1>700's,-sz7o caliber which were te§£éa?
MR, SCULLY: 1t iacks.fdundation, Cé}is
fof sﬁeculation. | * o

A I do not see on this report where it savs éhe

total nuhber of guns testad.

Q Okay .
A That I can say for sure.
o} When the figure percentage rejected appsars

there in the column on the fight-hand side just before
the word "test”, what is that = pércentage of? |
MR. SCULLY: Ageain, it calls for speéula-
tion, lacks foundation.
h The tinme period, 1976, there vere four gune
rejected for malfuncticon code sixty-four, which was FSR.
! Por the model 706 270 caliber, right?
A Yas.
o] Is that -- Is there a percentage figure there
What is that & percentags of? |
gn. SCULLY: Same obijection.
| % I cannot tell you right offhand, because I

don't have =-- I do not recall what the total number of
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C

guns tested is.

11 Do you -
R Without studying that some more.
o} In reviewving the face page of this first sheet,

do you see any reference to total number of gquns?

A Okay.
says, "total all
0. You're

hand side on the

|
Here over on the final three columns, it

guns tegted, 17075."
referring to the celumn on the right-

generel heading of “totals,” and then

the sub-column total "guns tested,” and then back on ;he

line above the line that I've drawn on the blue, thare

appears at about

the middle of the page on the right-hand

side the number 17075. I'l) draw a circle around that

. aumber in klus.

Does that indicate that 17,075 model 700 270

calibers were tested?

A Yes.

MR. SCULLY: That¢ is what the document

says?

THEE WITNEES: Right. That s what‘the

document is telling us.

BY MR. AMES:
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A of that, 1,002 guns were rejected, all totaled
all ouns rgjaéted. |

0 Yes.

A And then there is a parceﬁtaqe. This referg
to four-tenths of alpsrcﬁntage of total guns rejéctéﬁ;

Q Okav. The figure ,04 that I put on the_blna
lins that I put in ~~ D.4, I mean to Qay, hafor; the
word “tasts” refers to 0.4 percent of the total number
of guns rejected?

A Or out of 1,000,

0 Okay. Sir, raferring you similarly to another

" page here in the exhibit, I'm géing’to~draw & second

blus line and indicate that that is a second line that
I have drawﬂ. and do I understand. correctly that tﬁis
indicatés that as to model 700's in the 2250 caliber -
MR, SCﬁLLY: 22507
MR. AMES: 2250, correct.
BY MR. AMES:
Q with respect to the PSR code number sixty-four,
there were nina malfunctions? |

A That is what the document indicates, ves.
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<:> a Okay. That is 0.47 percant of the total number

of R75's which vere rejected?

A Yes.
MR. 8SCULLY: That is what ths documeﬁ;
says? |
- THE WITHESS: That is vhat the docuh§§£
says, right.
BY MR, AMES:
4] Have you ever seen any summary or documants
that would list for any differant'perQod of time &ll of |
the cpde sixty-four FS5R malfuncticns?

A No.

0 Okay. During tha year 1976, the gallery tested
repaired quns, iﬁ that correct?

A You are gaying 1876. During the year, I wag..
responaihle for only from April until the end of the
year. I was not responsible for the gallery the whole
vear, whole calendar vesar of 1976, which this is.

MR. SCULLY: fThis is, raferring to‘Exhibit
2 of vour deposition?

THE WITNESS: Yeas,

BY MR, AMES:
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(:> 4 ith respect to the time with which vou were

responsible for the gallery, were repaired guns tested in

the gallery?

A, Yes.

o And were those new guns that had praviéﬁsiy 
heen rejected either in gallery tasts_ ~; make itnjuﬁt
that -~ @and repaired and were now being brouqht.bgék
for another gallery test? ”

MR. SCULLY: Are you defining repairéd:
gquns? |

MR. AMES: I'm asking him if that includes

-%:> guns being prepared and brought back “into the
gallery. |
A It dpas include them.
Q What other categoriesz are inecluded in rep#ifed

Iquns tested in the gallery?

A It coulé be gquns with oiher malfunctions. It
could be -~ Let me just think. |

) Let me gsk you. Would it include guns that.
had besn detected in the guality control audit process?

R Ho. No, it would not include those.

0 Would it include gunz that had been sent in from
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field service for repair?

A No. No, it would noﬁ."That is entirely_ljf
separate. ‘

Q Wera guns sent in from field sarvice fp?”répair
tested in the gallery when you were suparvisor? |

A Yes.

o W;s the data with respect to malfunction§ 7ﬁ
detected in thoese after the repair during the galler§€
tests computerized?

A No.

0 Do vou know i{f any record wae kept of the data
of any subaaqusnf malfunctions after the repair?

A I believe to the best of my knowledge there

was no record kept at all.

Q What other, if you can think of any, categories

of gungs wouléd éome under the repaired guns heading?

A | Théra could be guns corrected in the gallery.
I was thinking about repair or a naw part for a shbggun,
:or axample, wvhere it would require a new belt which it
had to be regquested. The majorify of repairsd guns are
ones that haé been thrown out or rejacted at the éal;éry.

0 And then brought back. Can you think of any
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@

cther in the gallery that would be in as part ofxthi#-
category of nuﬁber? | e

A No.

Q When a gallery was -- VWhen & firearm‘gﬁﬁt;
had been repaired after being sent in from the fi&iﬁ'was
brought 1nto.the gallery for testing, during this“Yeg?
ve've been talkiag about, 1if there were a malfunctléﬁk
after the repair, woﬁld 2 malfunction report be filié@
cut at this time?

MR, SCULLY: Calls for speculation, lacks
foundation. You can ahswer, i1f you know.v

A If guns that come:back from customers comg to

osur customsr gun shop, customer repair we call it, they

look at the malfunction or the complaint from the custome

fix it to the best of thelr knowledge, it goes up to the
gellery, retested. If it passes, it passes. vait‘a
rejectad again, it would be so marked on, I don't'kpoﬁ,
some slip of paper, and sent back with the gun to customs
repair; and than that would be a repair gun for ﬁhem.
They would repair it again and send it back. |

4} Vould the nelfunceion report that you told‘me

wag written with respect to new guns that malfunction in
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the gallery tests, would that same report be €£illed out
aa‘the repalired gune.that were being tested in the
gallery?

A Ths.ngw}gun, only customer guns, at thi# point.
The new guns and the repaired guns, they are included on
the report heie on Exhibit 2. VWe got two catagorisé of
rspaireé guns, oné wve cail =z reéair gun that we rejscted
1a.the galiery and sent back in. These are guns that are

still probably at Remington A¥ms.

Q That is ths repairegun'shown'here in this
column?
A Yes.  The other ones we are talking about are

the customer gune sent in for, gquote, repairs, and there’
really no repair on malfunction of those.
¢ . Okay. ‘Mr. Hill, bave you been involved in any

way with customer gtns sent in from field service for

rapair?

A Yes, T have. .

0 Whéﬂ was your earliest involvement with guns
seﬁt in?

A M& presant assignment would be my first. vou

'know, that T can recall. That would be in May of '77.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.

SEE 0328



102

(:) Q So prior to May of '77, vou weran't involved

with customeyr gquns?

MR, SCULLYx That 18 to his best recollec-
tion;'. |
A I(waﬁt to clarify that just a moment here.
To the best of my recollection, I will go back to May of
'76 on that, Wheﬁ I was in product testing and qualiﬁy
control, I was involved in gquns returned from custoﬁérs,
but in a different capacity at this time.

143 pifferent than what? Previously?

A 'Right.
/" ] )
”(:) 6 What capacity were you involved with guns

returﬁad.from the customers in the beginning of May, '7€?
A e had, at this time, what we called a2 damaged
qun committem. A gun comﬁittee in which we looked at
gune returned from customers, flaggsd out by our arms
customer repair section that meritsd some extra looking
at other than the, you know, gun repairmen, and from ;76,
'77, I was a member of the committsee, and then in May of

*77, when I went on my previous assignment, that of course

Y hold now, I acted as the chairman and made a record of

whatever they 4id, the committee, calling the committee
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to act together, and more or less getting it going and
taking the Action.onrthe'quns and sending fhem back to
the customer repair.

Q Okay. You referred to it as the "damaged gun
committeae” or "returned gun committee.” What about the
gun examination.  Would that be the same thing?

A I have no idea what you are talking about.‘

But as far as I know, it would be the same committee.

(1} The only one that examines guns at this time? 
A At this time.
Q 2t this time, is there any other committee that

examines guns reﬁurned by customers?

A Yes. fhare are other people investig;ting now,
other than this committee.

Q Now, as tovall guns returned by customérs; doés
this committee see all that are flagged by the repéir
department? -

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, that calls for specu
lation.
BY MR, AMES:
0 What is the procedure of what the committee

sees?
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A We di1d, 2t this time, see guns that thevy felt
we should look at. Por examgle - | | )

& Before we get to that, you say that there is
gome additiénhl people that look at some guns? |

A Yes.

) ¥hat is the criteria that determines Whether

‘the committes which you are chairman looks at guns as

oppossd to thess other people?

A During the lasgt several vears, this was chahqad
g0 that the people investigating these guns are the ones
tﬁat are involved more with product liebility.

Q. And ig there a2 name for that group?

A T don't know,
1} Who is involved in that group of people?

A Right now, it's Ed Sienkiewicz and Jim Stekl.
Q What, to vour knowledge, is the procedure calle
for all guns thet are seen by the Sienkiewicz and Stekl

group also to be seen by your committee?

A Qur committe is dissolved.

Q ‘8o they have replaced your -committee?
A Yes.

Q ¥hen did vour committes dissolve?
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&

A Within the last ysar.

Q A -WQra-there'two parallel co@mittees operating
prior to ycurs?

A No, thera was not. Mr. Sienkiewicz and Mr.
Stekl at aiffsrant times were members of the first
committea,

o3 Okav. Do vou have any information with respect
toltha'reccrd-keeping that the present Sienkiewiqéfsﬁekl
committea may make with respect to firearms returhea~for
their inspection?

A Any firearm that comes back, they usually #ill
out a damage action report. It may bé a little différent
connotation than that, but tﬁey dn'wrige these damaga
action reports and they are kept in the files for three
years. -After three years, they are destroyed so we don't
have three~year coples of these.

0 ‘With respect to the damaged action reports that
vyou just mentioned, is that the sams thing as the qun
exahination report?

MR, SCULLY: It calls for speculétibn.'
You can answer, Llf you can.

& I mentioned that I wasn't sure exactly of the

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.

SEE 0332



106

name of ¢the report.

@ .Bir, I'l11 show vou a one-page document entitled
“gun examination réport" with_the'numbar RD-652-~41,
revision 21561, in the upper left corner. Is thgt;ﬁhg
damaged action report that you wers referring to? ’Av

A Yew, it is. |

o Okay. That is all I wanted to establi#h\with
that form, Have the procedures during that time ﬁhat~you
were on the +-- Can we refar to it {if I usa tha words
"gqun examination committee”, will we be referring o the
committee vou were the chairman of?

A .Yes.

Qa With regpect to the gqun examination committ§e
during the time which vou were a member, begianing is May
of '77, until it was dissclved, were the forms usad the
same during that period?

A Yes.

1] .Were the procedures w}th respact to examination
of model 600 rifles the same over that time period?

A Yes.

0 Ware the procedures with respect to examination

of model 700 rifles the same?
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A Yes .
\ o) Here you chairman of that committes from '77
until it dissolved?
A “Yes,

o} And that was because of your capacity as

supervisor of process snginesring, current products?

X Yaa. Like they say, it went with the territory
0@  Who alse's territory went with it?
A Okay. Genarally, we had a péraon from design,

we had a vepresentative from the product testing, suvper-
visor of product'tssting. We had, I guess they are
called, custoxer service reprasentatives, vhich wéﬁld be
Mr. Stskl and Mr. sienkiewicz. | |

Q That is three categories?

A Right. Cenerally, it was four to six people.

o Okav. VWhat criteria -- WwWhen you say -~- Or,
let me put it in another way. o

Was there anvybody there from the quality

control section of PE&C? |

A The product testing as ;— ~¥When I left ghat
position in, when was 1t; seventvy -- May of '77, some-

body was appointad sunpervisor of guality control and
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product testing, so that person who, at this time, repre-
sented the product testing, also was responsible'fﬁfff

quality control.

0  Is there anybedy directly from the proaﬁé£16n -
A No. i

Q -- section?

A No.

) that criteria were used to determine wﬁétfﬁire~

_Aarme returned by customers marited extra looking at?

A That could be an allegad safety malfunction'frop

the customer. It could be a gun that is damaged bevond
rapair.’ It might be 2 gun that a customer allegedﬁa'
problam and the gun repairman could find nothing ﬁ:qnq_
with {¢.

o tthen you say a safety malfunction, GO'ydﬁ méan
by that a nalfunction of fire control? .

A Safety 1noperab1e,'safety_won't work.

0 Would it include a malfuﬁcticn that made the
gun unsafe? Let me givé you an example of that. If
there was a malfunction of the bolt lock mechanism,l
wvhereby there was a possibility of the gun exploding or

blowing hack =~-
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MR, SCULLY: Are you asking him about the
safety ma1funct1oh, what ghat wvould inclnde?
'MR. AMES: Whether his term safet? mé1func
tion wéuld include such a problem. .

A Wall, you would have to say ~~ I think i
would have to explain a littla. Al gunz have safétias
which work properly, so the gun canndt be fi:ed'wgqn?it
shouldn'e, For exanple, the shotoun micht have g;éfbﬁlam
in the lockfnp_mechanism in which the locking noféhgis
qéns and for the customer to use it, it would bgiunsafa

or hazardous to his health:; he might have a real problem.

It might not hold, and it could blow up. We considér{tha
unsafe.
1) An unsafe gun rathsr than a safety malfunctiom?

L Right.
MR, SCULLY: Let him fini&h his rospoﬁss.
R | (Continuing.) You are agking, I believe, if
we would get items up there 10: safety malfunctions,.aﬁd
now we would., We might get one up there where the safety
does not work. But we also have what we consider a2 gun

unsafe.

o} I was establighing that they were two categories,

¥

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.

SEE 0336



110

and I think vou've explained that.

A Okay;

0 Whe made the determination as to whethet :he
gun examination committee wouléd look at a particﬁlar:
qun? ‘ |

MR. SCULLY: The individual?
BY MR. AMES:
4] Whgt department, fof starters?
a A1l guns returned from customers come into’

customer repalr.

i Is thet the same as arms services?
A Customer repalr, arms services.
Q Would the determination as to what quns vere

onoing to be looked at by the qun examination committ:zs

be made in arms services?

A Right.

e} And by title or position, who would maka that
determination?

r I'm sure at the time {t was a caﬁbination of

the repairman and his foreman.
Q Okay. And would that have been a number of

differaent people during the time you were invelved with
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the gun examination committoe?

A Yes.“ It would be several foremen and more qun
repairmen. |
a Woﬁld that person making that aeterminétion,
would their -~ would they be identified on the gun

exgmination report form?
A No, they werﬁnﬂt.

g when such a determination has been made by =

repairman or foreman, that it should go to the gun examinﬁ—

tion committee, what was the nex£ step?
A The next step, the guns would be brought up to
my officea, and I had several people that worked for me

in the final assembly area that would take this gun and

write up part:qf the initial items on the preavious exhibit

we looked ar, gun examinafion reporf. They would try to
determine the date of manufacture, the customer's name,
give a general -~- and I say general opinion of the gun,
whether it's koré out or in excellent condition, filthy
dirty or whatever it is.
Q Would the ==
MR. SCULLY: Well, vou keep 1nter§upting

him.
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O

MR. AMES: I thought he was finiszhed or
I wouldn't have.interéupted him, Steve. .

MR. SCULLY: That is your problem, yoh
don‘ﬁ think. Let him finish.

A {Continuing.) RAfter he was done with it, it
would come back to me and we would convene the commitﬁee
and the committee would take the date that that was pro-
vided and they would make an sxaminéxion of the gun and
try to determine whether the customer’s malfunction or

the complaint was legitimate,

Q You convenad the committee?
A Yes.
Q How often 418 the committee meet? Say between

'77 and the time it dissolved?

A Gan#raily. it was weekly.

Q pid the customer's complaint come along with
the gun when it arrived in your office?

B Yos. Hinety-five percent of ths time.

0 And the other five percent of the time, why
wouldn't you get it, I1if yéu know?

A Somefimes the customer would send it in ﬁithout

the latter, or, "repalr this thing.” Ue wasn't sure what
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©

was wrong with it.
0 Wéuld-any"commuhté&tion.come from the zeéhirm&n

who had looked at it in arms services either verbal or

written?
A Sonetimes.
Q. And what form wéuld that take? |
o oh, gaﬁetally it would be on -- I think éach

qun that comes ih to arms services for customer rep;iés
has a paperwork,eiqht-and*a-half-hy-eleven paperwé:k;it._
that goes with it to, vyou know, record wvho it comes |
from and assign a number, or for refe:ral on it,_gnthe
may write a comment on this 8s to, "I don't believe tﬁe
customer. I can't figure‘out'what this quy's talking‘
about.” Or.A"It 1ooks like, to me, something happgneﬁ
that he is not admitting to us,” or whatever. .

Q Dié¢ -- Was the eight-and~ﬁa1f—by—elevan'g

paperwork that vou referred to known as a receiving and

-estimating report?

A In lieu of not having it exactly right, 1£ I
could sze ohe -~
Q I don't have one. But someone slse mentioned

that terminology. There we go, okay?
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Right. 7This is what it is, and like I saigd,

it would record pertinent information plus it would give

an order number, too.

MR..SCULLY: Let's mark that.

‘MR, VIRI: <That is my only copy. sﬁéAih
going to pui this whola thing in. : |

MR; SCULLY: Ir this desposition?

MR. AMES: Yes. This is GER number 209
d#ted'12/27/79. 209 is the number and the date
is 12/721/79.

We'll mark this as GJH-3, with your per-
&ission. May I mark {¢? = |

MR. VIRI: Aslong as I can get a copy back
I_don't care if that document gets markgd,f;

{Exhibit GJH-3 was marked for i&entifica-
tion.) |

(Whareupon, at 11:54 a.m., a brief recess
was taken.)

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m., the proceedings
were resumed.) | |

MR, AMES: Note for the racord that Mr.

Scully and Mr. Hutton and Mr. Hill have returne

F.
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BY MR. AMES:
Q Sir, have you clarified vhatever you neaded?
| MR. SCULLY: Counsel, what we did éflﬁgid
or what businers we conducted is none of_?o#r
business. It's protected by the privileéé.; He
hava finished our business. o

BY MR. AMES:

1 Anything I can clarify for you?
A No.

1)} Okay. B8ir, showing you GJH-3, at the top of
that docurment appears the word “"revised.” |
A Yes, itidoes.
MR. BCULLY: That is what the document  say
THE WITNESS: Right.
BY MR, AMES:
1 Handwritten?
A Yes, it is.
Q Is that vour handwriting down in the remarks or
comments sectlon, rather, at the bottom?
A 'Yes. it is,
113 Is that vour handwriting, the word “revised™ at

the top of the page?

i

‘F?
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o

A

To the best of my knowledae, it's mine.

what does revised mean as usad on that form?

After the qun examination committee looked at

it and signed it and there may havé'béan gnother¢t§§t?or

something done on this, and this information would . have

been added to the report, and then reviewed againjﬁﬁﬁb

all members of the committee.

e

Okay. Can you tell from l1ooking at thétfwhﬁt

the revision may have been?

To the best of my knowledge, looking at this,

A
it was probadbly -- we probablj did a forty-round tast
on it.

o] That wonld be a gallery test?

X Ygs. It spscifias exactly how we 4id it.

MR; AMRE: Let's take a2 lunch breek.

MR, SCULLY: Counesl, we& have Mr. Hagsn
schaeduled for 1:00,

MR, AMES: Mr. Hagen at 1:00. That is my
understanding. He is under subpcena, and we
will get back td My. Hill as soon as wé-finiah
up with Mr. Hagen.

MR. SCULLY: All right. We'll give you a
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buzz vhen we need you again.
- (Whareupon, at 11:57 a.m,, & luncheqp
racess was taken.) |
AFPTERNOON SESSICN _ ;
{(Whereupon, at 1:30 p.m., this‘deéééiﬁion
was resumed.)
MR. SCULLY: Bob, wﬁy don't you go;§ﬁ the
record regarding the documents? )
MR, SPERLING: Remington has supp;igér.
copies of all minutes of ¢tha product saf#ty

subcommittee meetings discussing gun malfunc~

_tions, or the poesibility of gqun malfunctiéns

relating to or connected with Remingtbg.poit
action triqgger assemblies (fire control);_ 

MR. AMES: §£ir, are you telling me that
vou are rot going to produce it as to all;f;re-
afms as originally stated in the reque#t fbr
production and orderad by the Court?

MR. SPERLING: IX'va described vhatvhgs;
been produced in compliance with what.the?cburt
order is, and what we feel the term fireg:ﬁé

is in connection with the lawsuit, and in
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cenjunction with the order. .

MR, SCULLY: c°unsai, that is a11,§9¢x:
inquiry as to this particular gentleman}iggg
cqncerned. Are vou inferrxing that we.i;;é;to
supply &all minutes on all xifles,Anot‘jﬁsﬁzthg
700 and 6007 L

MR. AMES: On all product saf@ty sﬁbcommit
meatinos on which thera ie a discussion;qfa
malfuncticons on firearms.

MR, SCULLY: We'll go back to the Court
and dLgcﬁss that again,

MR, AMES: You are réfusing ﬁo proau§e ie?

MR. SCULLY: I'm not refusing toi?réduce
anything. My understanding is, it's pu:éggut
to the court order, to supply you with.anfland
‘all information oﬁ the 700's, and wa are also
giving vou information regarding the 693..'1
am unavare of any order that requires us.té_
produce information on other rifles. iét‘g
get on with this deposition and let the édnrt
decideingain. | |

MR. AMES: Okay. We're back to Mr. Hill

tee
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<:> after a recess and Mr. Hagen's deposition.

He is retired and we took him at the time he

came, 1:00. It is approximatsly 1:32, ahd we
are beginning again with Mr. Hill.
BY MR. RMES: |
o bDuring the recess we've had in your dépﬁsition,
have you discussed this case with anyone?
A No, I have not.
Q Have vou reviswsd any documants in connccﬁién
with thie case?

A Yo, sir.

_k:) o I believe wa were,eiscuéning the gun eigﬁinétion
committee when we recessed. You told me that soméqneiin
your office would fill out preliminary information on the
qun axamination raport form prior to the committéé maét-
ings, is that correct?

A Yes.

Q _And is that the person whose name appaat§ aftar

the words "checked by" on the GER form?

i

MR, SCULLY: Has that been marked, cQﬁhsel

MR, AMES: VYes.

MR, SCULLY: What exhibit nunber?
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Three, okavy. ‘
MR. AMES: He has testified that wgg;ghe
same GER form used throughout. .
BY MR, AMES:

o} There is a space by "checked bv"'. 1Is tﬁég“'
the space vhere the person who filled'out the prgiiminary
information would put their name? . '

A Yes.

Q And was that, during the time that you wé:e;
on the gun axamination committea, doﬁe genarally hy"
Marshall Haréy? |

A ¥Yes. I'm just trying to think. I'm ﬁt&inq to
remamber when Haréhall went out on that job, ‘I’disgy
the majority_of the time it was done by Marshall oﬁ ﬁhe
center fire rifle.

Q What was Mr, Hardy's job other than £illing out
those forms?

A Mr. Bardy was a senior technician in wh#t we
call our final assembly area. He would be working with
guns that possibly malfunctionsed, gallery malfunctions.

Also, any assexbly problems that might come up during

the day's production, plus any other special guns or

i
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anything we had to produce for who knows, anybody.

0 ¥hat section or group does Mr. Hardy work in?
A He was in the current products aroup.

Q 0Of process engineering and control?

A PESC, current products.

1] Who was the chairman in the year in whieh vou

Qete on ghe committee prior to becoming the chairman
vyourself?

R I believe there wvere two'paople. I believe,
to the best of my knowledge, it would be Jim Bower and
Dennis Anderson during the yeaf ptidr to my going on
there. They split the job I have now, you Xknow, approxi-
mately half a vear sach.

0 Do vou have any information as to who 1t was
befora thoss gantlemen?

A Prior to that would have been Ray Carr. Prior
to that, it would have been Ray fiurley.

0 When you came on the committee for the first
tiﬁe,-at the time you joined the committee, did you have
any information as to the prior history of any malfunctio
in the fire controls of bolt action firsarms as discovere

in that committes?
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I
<:> : MR. BCULLY: It's vague and ambiqgous,
assumes facts nét in evidence.

A I would have to say pess;bly.

a Prior-io coming on the committee, where would
your information about that historical stuff and tﬁe‘
committee hive come from?

MR, BCULLY: Lacks foundation, caligufér
speculation. 'Yoﬁ.can answer, if vou know.

A You want to know where I would have gqot ﬁhis
information?

0 Yes. Prior to becoming & ﬁember of the committee.

MR. SCULLY: Again, lacks foundation,

callis for speculation.
A Well, I can't say for sure, but it could hgve
come from --
MR. SCULLY: If you don't know, that is a
perfectly acceptable response.
{Continuing.) X don't know for sure.
1l If you have a general recollection that would
include several alternatives, would you tell me what thospe

alternatives are?

MR. SCULLY: You can go ahead ané answer,
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if you can without speculating or guessing,
regardiess.oé the édéseichs; ér how many times
he asgks 1t.

L Well, it would come from possibly looking #t
prior reports from other people, of.what I've picked up
in day-to-day conversation, and on various assignments,

el Were you a.recipiant of gun examinatioh com~
nittee reparté on & reqular basis prior to becoming a

member of the éommittea?

A No.
0 pid you see some, however?
& I would have to say, when vou say some, I

would say ves.

t Okay. Do you have any reccllection of seeing
any model 700 gun examination reportsa?

A ¥Wo, I don't.

Q When you came on the cormmittee in 1977, was
there any specific program with reepect to how long qun
examination reports were béinq képt at this time?

A No.

4 Do you know how far back reports of the gun

examination committee existed, at that time?
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A

e

Yes, I balieve they went back inte thev1960‘s.

Did you evar make any 1hvestigation of -those

reports of the committee prior to thes time that you came

on the committse?

A

&

A

e

Wot that I recall,
Did you ever make mny study of them?
Not that I recall.

Do you know of anyone else ever makinq,ahy

investigation of those gun examination reports from the

1960°'s up ¢o 19777

A

A

e

No, X don't.

MR, SCULLY: The guestion ig overly broad,
g0 ahead, |
(Continuing.) WNo, I don’t.

Do you ever -- Did any information with

respact to the number of, or types of malfunction, in

bolt action fire controls from the 1960's up through

1877 ever come to your attention?

A

o

No.

Do you know if any summaries or studies of gqun

axamination reports were ever made, that is those from

'66 or the sixties up to 19777
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| N I dén't know if there were any reportS'mgae or
not. | |

¢} D& you know if any studies were ever made'of
gun examination reports data from 1977 when vou joined
the committaee up until the time it was dissolved?

A I don't know.

o) Ware you given any particular training or -
instruction at the time you joined the qgun axamination
committee with respsect te vour vo;k on that committés?

MR. SCULLY: The question is compound.
You can answer it.

A Was I given any instruction before I went on
the committee?

MR. SCULLY: That is part < the question.

BY MR. AMES:

) At the time vou came on the committee.

A It's compound. Could.you -

2 Praining at the time you came on the committee.
A No.

Q Were you :given any ifaininq bafore vou came

on the committes?

. Ko.
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' (jl 0 Were you given any instruction at any time

with respect to vour job in connection with being on that

committee?
A T ddn't recall.

1) Did you come to the first meeting of the
comnmittee after:it becamg your’respoﬁsibility to éo-aé
~and just staftjpartieipating in the,daliberatione_ofiihe
conmittee? ' a |

A Yes. But I'm sura for the first meeﬁiné_it vas
Juet from an observation standpoint, just to sea vhaevwas

golﬁg en. If there was any training, that is all it wag,

by observatioh. s time wentvon, you learned whét.éoﬁe
of the things were that warergoing on, and how to hanéla
therm.

] Dufing the first year that you were on the
comnittee, before you.bacams chairman, who filled out the
comment section pf the éﬁn exanination report?

MR. SCULLY: By position, or a particular
indiyidnal?
MR. AMES: A particular 1ndividua1,:;£ he

know.

L To the best of my knowledge, it would have been
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gither Dennis Anderson or Jim Barr.

Q That would be the chairman of the committee?
A Right,
Q When you bacamra chairman of the committeg.;?

did vou £ill out the comment? B
A Yes. But I would like to clarify that.';rhg
comments put on were of the concensus of the commipg#é.
£} >Wh§ wag tha member of longest standingzqn £he

committee at the.tima that you joined it?

A “That would be back in 1976?
o Yes,
A I can’t angswer that. T don't know at this time

wvho had the longest service.

Q You said that the GER committee's comments put
down were the concsnsus o0f the committea?

A Yes,‘éir.

R An& that is, the chairman, including yourself,
would then determine the concensus and put it down?:

A Yes. | |

Q Were there ever minority opinions with rés#éct
to the comments to ~be put down? |

A Yes.
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Q Were thers ever minority opinions with respect

'to the comments to be put down abcut the examination of

a nodel 600?

A I don't recall.

44 Same question as to the model 700.

A I‘don't recall for those two apecific mgdelé.

o éut overall, there were on some occasi§n§ sone
dissent? o

2 Yes.

.  What was the practice with respect to técbréing

the dissenting qpinions?
MP. SCULLY: Assuming there vas a éractice
y&u caﬁ answer the gquestion. |
A ¥ajority rules. The minority opinions:weré_not
written down. |
o Do vyou know for certain one way or another,:
ag you sit hers, whether or th thers weres ever any |
mninority opinione with respect to model 700 gqun examina-
tienrreports? _
MR, SCULLY: Counsel, that has ba6§ as§ed

and ansvared. He said he does not recall any

minority opinions dealing specifically with the

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.

SEE 0355



128

(:> 700. Yow what are you asking him?

MR, AMES: I'm asking him if he recalls

that there were none or he just doesn't'rgcall
oﬁe way or tha other. |

MR. SCULLY: That is compound. Goj@h@ad
and answer it, 1f you can. ‘ :

A I believe a coupls questions back you ;ékaé ne
ig thére was any minority opinions and Y said, ‘Yés; £here
wore, but they were not recorded.” I do not reca;lfif
for the model 700 that there were any minority opinioas,

but I had already stated that at times there were minority

”i:) opinions.

o] 56 it's possible that there were minority

Qéiniaﬁs about tha model 700 which you den't recall at
this time?
A Yes.
MR, SCULLY: Anything's vossible, right?
“THE WITNESS: SBure. Four or five peobla
get together, there mav be a difference of
opinion. |

BY MR. AMES:

o] Did the congensus when you werse chairman, diéd
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vote of those present?

A Yen, vesa. )
n Caﬁ vou noﬁ give me an estimate of how'ﬁahf-

malfunctiona in model 700 fire controls thare were dhring

_the yaar of 1977 with respect to the gun examinat1¢ni

committee?.

A Ho; -

[+ Can you give me such an estimate as to thé
year 187872

A Ho.

Qa Can you give me such an estimate as to thé'§aar
19762

A No.

a céh'you agive me such an estimate a2s to“the year
19807

A Yot off the top of my head.

0 Okay. Can vou give me such an estimate as to
the vear lﬁ&i? |

& Therevis-information.availaﬁla, bat T @on'f
have {t richt at my fingertips to tell vou.

Q That {informstion availabls would be the gun
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<:) examination reports for the year 188172

A Right.

1) Other than the backup -~ You told me; digd
ycﬁ not, there was a three-vear retention schedule Ln
effect with respect to gun examination reports, isvthat
correct?

A I did not say that.

0 Okay. ¥%hat did vou tell ﬁe thas retention
scﬁedule was wiﬁh regpect to qun examinétion reports?

& 1 don’t think I.was ever asked the gunestion.

MR. SCULLY: Yoﬁ wére ﬁaver asked tﬁat

quegtion. You are mischaracterizing his

testimony, counaglot.
MR, VIRI: I remember him saving it was
désﬁrojed after three years.
BY MR. AMES:
0 Let me ask you this, ﬁhat was the retantion
schedule with respect to gun examination reports?
A Tﬁr#e vears.
Q | And has it been three years since ﬁhe retention

schadule program first went into effect?

A To the best of my knowvledge, it's within the
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year -- one to two vears is when the new retention
schedkla waé put into effeét.
Q The whole program?
A Right. That was coming from our corporﬁte'
office and when it went into effect,»it wvas three years.
MR. VIRI: The retention schedule or gun
examination reporgs?_
THE WITNESS: Was three vears, riqﬁt;
‘'BY MR, AMES:
v} Ané the number hgs never been different than
threpe years?
A Ro.’
MR. SCULLY: FProm what period of time?
As long as he has known ie?

MR. AMES: VYes,

' BY MR. AMES:

0 From ths time the program wané into effucﬁ.
MR, SCULLY: Well,‘I'ﬁ a litetle confused
Your guestion is bas;callf tﬁe retention |
schednle is three vears siﬁce the progrgm,has
gone into affect?

MR, AMES: Yes.
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<:> : THE WITKESE: Yss, it is.

MR. SCULLY: Okay.

BY MR. AMES:

0 Is there any other source of informatiﬁﬂ;kﬁown
to you'whareby we might dstermine the number of model -
700 fire control malfunctions investigated by the guﬁc
examinztion committes? |

L There is none in my possesasion, or thefe is
none in Remington. ¥Now, beyond that; I don't know.

MR. VIRI: While we're in the aréa of -
retention séhsdule, can I gsk a couple qf

questions?

MR. AMES: That is fine with me.
MR. VIRI: Can I._Steve?
MR. S8CULLY: Sure.
BY MR. VIRI:
9 Was that a reteantion schedule for the gqun
axamination report prior to ths ﬁew program?
A I§ wvas scrt of an unwtittep schedule that they
just keapt them.

Q They were in sxistence, then, up until the

time -~
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A Yes, they were.

0 -- of the new retention schedule?

A Yes.

o] That newast retention schedule vwent int§._‘

effect within the last'ane or two yvears?

R To the best of my knowledge, it has been within

the last one or two years. |
MR. VIRI: fThank vou.
BY MR. AMES:.

0 You told me that the gun examination comﬁittea
met approximately once & week during the tire thaf-you
were on it. Approximately what number of firearms did
it review per mesting? |

MP. BCULLY: It's overly broad and calls
for a narrative. You can answer,‘if you kpow.

A Average, over the tire that I was involvéé}with
it, probably between two and four. |

13 Okay. And do you know whatipercentaqe_of tﬁone
were model 700 qgune being examined? B

A No, I don't.

o Sir. was it the piaqpice of Remington A:g#

Company to write back to the person sending a firearm and
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and revorting to them with respect to the rssult othhe
'gun examination committee's prococess?
MR. SCULLY: At what time period, Counsel?
’MR. AMES: At any time that he wggfiqvplve

with the gun examination committee.

A Wag it a practice?
0 Yes.
A At times, the customer was written, but not as

a general rule for evervbody.
e What determined whether or not the cuﬂtoger
would be writtsn?
MR, SCULLY: The customer would bg“wfittan
MR. AMES: Would be written to. |
A As I recall, to the best of my knqyledgg,.it
would be maybe a general consensus of the commitfqd that-
mavybe & letter to the customer staﬁinq our findinds and
maybe 2 reply from him mlgﬁt hbe information for.ua."We

might be looking for information that we don't -~ ¢1dn’

have wvhen we were investigating. T use that as an examplb.

Sometimes we would get a gun that stressed beyond the
material limits and the gun comes back without any shell,

and we write to the guy and szay, "Pardon me, customer” -~

t
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and say, you know, "could you ssnd the shells back. to-
ug? We have investigatéd and our findings ars sbzand.so,
but we would like to have the shell to conclude pu:;.:
findings.” -

0 Other than writing back to the customefufqt,
nore informétion, what othar reason would there h?V#'ﬁeen
for communicating with the customer Qith :aspect t§At§e
qun that had been sent in? . |

MR. SCULLY: Assuming there are otﬁef
reasong, go ahead and angwver.

A Yot being diéectly.involved.with the writing of
the letter, I réally am only specul@ting. It coﬁld,bs
to say, "¥e don't agree with what your;complhint Qas and
this is what we found.” It may be an idea of how to -
resolve the complaint. | :

o But you say that tﬁe dac;sion to write the

letter was made by consensus of the committee?

A I said it could be.
i3 Who elee?
A It might be as we are discussing, we're discuss

ing. Say we maybe should write the customer with this

information and see what we can get from it.
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Whose job was it to write the letter? -

MR, SCULLY: At what time period? ;$'ﬁ

MR. AMES: At any time period.

BY MR, AMBS:
& Was it a particular member of the commié{?g?
by position? o
A Generally, it was bandlod b§ -~= Whan ;.Qaé
invelved with it, aither Mr, Sienkiewicz or Mr. Stékii
63 Those would have basen the‘representatives-of
the committee from the armsiserviéas?

R I'm not exactly sure what their title wés.; b

think ié's customer service. |

L Th#t is part of the marketing division?_b

A I'é have to say I belisesve gso. I'm not surgg
where it stands in the structure.

43 Was it the practice of the committee whﬁngy;u
wvers B member to contact the custemer by some methcdbéhsrb
vou thought more information was‘needed,from the customer?

A Was it the practice? At times. |

o were there times when you thought you negdad

more information but didn't contact the customer? .

MR. SCULLY: It's argumentative. You can
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go ahead and answver it.

k I can't answer that one. I don't know for sure

if there were any occasions like thaﬁ.

Q You can't recall any such occasions?
A That is righet.
G Are you able to give me an'estimate as to the

number of bolt action rifles which were examined by_the

gun examination committee during the years that ypn;Vare

on it?
MR, SCULLY: It's overly bread.  Totai 
nugbe;? - |
MR.A&MBS= Total number. L
MR. SCULLY: Of all bolt action rifigé?
It calls for speculation. '
A No,.I cannot.

o} Can you give me an estimate by percentags, what

percentaga of the qunuexaminationq by the committée vere

bolt action rifles?

MR. SCULLY: Same objection, it calls for

speculation.
A No, I cannot.

) Sir, what is the numbering

-

or what was the
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numbering system when you were on the committee with‘f
respect to gun examination reports? I note tbe:s'#gla
line Qith the word ‘"number" at the top of the f@rm;_;
I'm referring here to GJH-3, and tﬁgt‘s number 209;:i:

A To the best of my knéwlgdge, that is ﬂuég;ﬁE
number that Marshall Hardy, in this case, would héyéfé
used to keep.graék of the nuﬁbers :~~ the gun e#gmiéétion
report he w;bta up. Whether he started at zero o%;aﬁé,
I &o not know. 

] Do fou know whather he periodically atartéﬂi
the numbering.gystem again after-apmg'passsge of ii@a?

R Re, he did not.

0 So wherever it was he started from thére én,
to your knoulnga, he usad coneecqt;ye nunmbers thezgé%tar?

MR. BCULLY: Wwhile he was on the cémmigtee?

BY MR. AKES: |

o wWhile you ware on the comnittes,

'MR. SCULLY: You can answer, if yoﬁ know.

A I don’'t kﬁow. | |

48 'Dé ydu know if the numbering system waé:aépiicable
to all gun examination reports or was it 4ivided iﬁ'gome

faghion?
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(:) . MR. SCULLY: Lacks foundation, calls for

spaculation. You can answer, if you know. .

A Marshall Hardy was involved with csnter-fi??
rifles. Other people were involved with shotqungéif;

a sé the number 209 on the qun examinatio§ £§§ortF
‘their GJH-3, would be a number in sequence relaﬁ;#ggtg

center firs 'rifles, is that correct?.

A To .the bast of my knowledge, ves.
1) Sir, with reaspesct to complaints about 35!1raarm
firing on nmovement of the safetv, during tha time that

vou were on the gun examination committee, what at fbe

committes meeting was the procedurs uged to investigate

or sxamins those firearms?
| MR. SCULLY: Aall firearms?
:Mn, AMES: If thers was avprocedﬁf§ $s:to
all firearms. | ‘
MR. SCULLY: JIt's overly broad. Legf; 
restrict it to the 700 and 600, COunséi,
BY MR. BAMES:
@ As to the 600 and 700, what was the procedure?

MR. SCULLY: How about the 600 and 700

gung?
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BY MR. AMES:
Q. Was the procedurs any different?
MR. SCULLY: 2Assuming there was a procedur
MR. VIRI: That is what he has been
tfying tc esgtablish.
MR. SCULLY: Let's get the guestion right.

A Generally, what we did wasg look at the complain

"and sse if we could verify ie.

] " That applisd to both the 600 and 700?
A Yes.
Q0 So you would look at a section of the GER form

that said complaint?
MR, SCULLY: You're talking about‘him
personally? What he would éo?
MR. BMES: Member of the committes.
A We would look at that. Between that, and if
there was an accompeanying letter from Mr. Cnstoéer.
Q Was the information with reaspect to the complal
there on a GER form filled in by Mr.  Hardy?
VMR. SCULLY: In thie particular form?
MR. AMES: Generally.

MR. SCULLY: Just generally for both actio

(14

3

Cjﬁ
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rifles?
MR. AMES: VYes.
- A Yer, generally. A majority of the tims}ha
filled 1£ in.

o To distinguish that from the comment section
which the chalrman filled in?

A Yes. |

¢ Sir, I note on this GER 209, GJH-3, there is
2 notice anéd comment, “Passed trick tesf.“ Was this
the trick test applied here the one that you told me
about this morning?

A Yes.

o And was thaf trick test tried on all model
700'a:on which there was a customer complaint that ths
rifle had fired ob novament of the safefy?

L To the best of mf knowledge, ves.

‘Q Did you always note down on the form, d;iinq
the time you were the chairman, in the comment section,

the results of the trick test?

A No. You said always? Always, I would have to
say no.
Q Was it your general practice to note down the
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rasulte of tha trick test?

A Yes.

0 Was it your general practice to note dowﬁQtﬁe
results of the trick test independent of whether the'
firéarm did or did not pass the trick test? o

MR. SCULLY: Assumas facts not in eviégnce
lack of foundation. You can answar it.

A Would vou 4ust rephrase it or go over that one
again, please?

Q Did 2 model 700 ever fail the trick test during
gun examination committee réview ﬁf the model 700?”

MR. SCULLY: While he Qas on the committee
MR. AMES: While he was on the committiee.

A -I_do not recall if any specific -- You kaow,
dufing the five-year period,‘if any one failed it.

0 Diéd you have any different criteria as a2 matter
of general practice with respect to writing down f£failing
"of trick tests as opposed to passing.tﬁe,trick teste 6n
the model 700 while yoquera on theAcommittee?

A I;d like to back up justa little to the questib
before this one. You started talkiﬁg about putting inforxr

mation down here on pamsing the trick test.

[~}
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Q Right.

A And go back a little farther when I said wa
examined the complaints to try to find out if therﬁ,was
a complaint or not, and alse, although I 4idn't mention
it £hen, vhat was the cause of the complaint.

o Right. o '

A Now, getting bazk, there could be some that

failed the trick test, and a perfectly legitimate reason

why, based on the condition of the gun. Thera could be
somathing the customer had Gone.
o Was it your policy to write down fallures on

the same basis a® you would write down passinq the test?

A - At times we wrote down falled as well as passed|.

Q Okay. Was it vour qanarai practice to write it
down either way? h

A Generally, to the best of m? knowledqé, we
wrote down one way or‘the other. | |

)} However it came out?

A Right.

e gir, the comment on the GER 209, marked GJK;B,
makes a notation of, "Sear lifg .011."

A Yesg.
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(] Q Was 1t the practice of the committes to measure

Sear lift'on nodel 700's when there was a complaint about

‘£firing upon movement of the safety during the time that
vou were on the committee? o

A Generally, we wanted to know what the Bearzlift
wag, 80 we would measure {t. |

(1 Okay. What was the reason for wanting té-know
what the Sear lift was?

A It was one of the items that we checked before
going back t¢ test one this morning, or whatever. It
was one of the things we checked when the gun was aséemblkd.
Yf> 0 In the quality control procedure?

A Yes. And we wanted to know i€ it was sﬁill_
within specs.

o Iarthare a particular reason why you wanted to
know about that particular spec on the modelv;ﬂo vwhile
vyou were on the gun sxasmination committee?

A We wanted to know Lf it's in spec so‘we could

makea a judgment on the complaint.

o The cause of the malfunction?
A Yes.
Q Is there a reletionship in the model 700 in your
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(:) experience between adequate sear 1ift and cause of

complaint that & model 700 hzad fired upén movement~§ff

safety? B
. 'MR. SCULLY: Lacks foundation, c&ilg;fdr

speculation. You can answer, if you ﬁﬁﬁﬁf»'

A Rephrase it, or one more time, pleasa.ﬁﬁéil

MR. AMES: Would you read the qués@}bﬁi
back, ple#se? R
| {(The last guestlion was read by tﬁéfjéf
raporter.)
BY MR, AMES:

Q Is there ~--

MR. SCULLY: Are you striking thatiQues~
tion? A

MR. RMES: Yes,

THE WITNESS: Okay, fine.
BY MR, AMES:

Q Was there, in vour experience, a causal connec-

tion between the amount of sear 1ift in the model 700
fire control and a model 700 firing cﬁ movenent ©f the

safety?

MR, SCULLY: Again, lacks foundation, calls
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Q:D for speculation, calls for legal cbnclusioﬁ;

You can answer, if you can. -

| A I don’'t know,

0 Is thers any relationship, I'll make thét;”.
any engineering relationship, between the amounﬁqu;uear
‘14£ft in the'firé control of the model 700 and maiﬁﬁncﬁions
of model 700’é‘when the safety lever is moved? el

MR. SCULLY: Vacgue and ambiquous;‘1é§k;
foundation, calls for spéculation. 1ncom§;éte
hypotﬁatica!.. You can answver, if you haﬁé‘_

sufficient facts.

<i> A I don‘t have any facta‘td‘qdme out andfsaykfor
sure that that is true. | |
0 ~ If there is insufficient sear 1ift in the
model 700 fire control, is it true that that may cauaé
the trigger connector to be unable to return baneﬁtbithe
- sear? . . | H
o MR. SCULLY:' Same objection. That’igf&n
incomplete hypothetical, lacks. foundation,
calls for speculation. It's vague and A@bigu-

ous. You can ansver without speculating.

THF WITNESS: Can I call for a rocess here?
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- MR, SCULLY: Do you have sufficient facts

to angwer that?

THE WITNESS: No, I don't havs the facts
riéht offhand.
MR. SCULLY: Then vou can't answe%fﬁhat.
Y I'11 have tc say no. .

Q& 8ir, are you familiar with ths recall of the

model 6007
MR, SCULLY: Does he know it's bégaf ~'
recalled? | | -
_ MR. AMES: Yes.
f%ij RS Tt was recalled. | |
(o] Do you know whet modifications were made to the

model 600 fire control to prevent the problem thnt 1md
to that racall? |
MR. SCULLY: It assumes facts not #n
evidencse. Assuming he knows what brouqht.about
ths racall, you can answer, if vyou know.
A I know thare was a recall. It involved the
fire centrol,vand there ware changes ﬁade in procedurs,

additional chacks made on these guns.

Q Do you know if the safety cam was changed in

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.

SEE 0375



149

some model 600's to prevent the model 6§00 from being
trickable?
~ MR. SCULLY: Lacks foundation, caii@:fér
spéculation.’ You can aﬁswér, if you kﬁbv;
A I ddhfﬁ know for a fact that that was dqpé,
personally.
¢  Did the recall of the model 600 have anything
to do with insufficient sear 1ift in the model éb??i?j
MR. BCULLY: Same objection. Lacks:f%‘
foundation, calls for specuiationo You één
ansver, if vou know. |

R ‘T know the 600 was recalled., It involved a

fire control, but I do not have &ll the facts as to what,

and Y don't ;ecall what we actually did on it.
o Do you recall whether one of the thinqsfdone
was to increase sear 1lift in some model 600‘'s? |
- MR. SCULLY: Same objection. The gquestion
tas been asked and answéred. You - can ahswer.
.He stated he doesn't recall. Go ahead and
answer.
A I do not recall if the sear lift was changed

at that time.

!
i
i
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@

QR As supearvisor of products engineqring and

control), current products, were you involved in devéleping

the process-modiﬁications with respect to the manufﬁcture
of fire cont:ol parts for the model 600 at the tiﬁe;cf
the recall of the model 6007 o )
MR. SCULLY: ¥e haven't establxsh§a tﬁat
he knows the time of recall, initially;;ifi 
A 1. .40 rsecall ~- S
MR, SCULLY: Wsait a minuﬁe.
THE WITNESS: Pardon me.
MR. AMES: I'm not asking him the date.

I'm agking him around tha time that it occurred.

MR. SCULLY: Your question assumes facts
not in avidence. .Wa haven't establishad‘t:at
he knows the approximate time of the recall.

¥R, VIRI: He doesn't nesd to recall.

MR. SCULLY: For purposes of thas qguesticen
he needs to know, as far as I'm concerned.

So let's establish that before we get on to ths
next question.

BY MR. AMES:

0 Wwas the recall in 12787
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(:) A To the best of my knowladge, during that time.

) Okay. In that approximate time period, as

supervisor ¢f process enginqering control, current
products, 4id you dsvelop the ﬁoddficatioms to the manu-
facturing process of the fire control of the model 600?

A pDid 1 develop ﬁhem?

1) Was it.done under your supervision?

| MR, SCULLYQ Well, you've changed the
question. |
MR. AMES: I.just éh&nged the guestion.

BY MR. AMES:

1} Was it done under your ;upérvision?

A No, it was not.

0 ¥Whose supervision wag it done under?

A At that time Lf would have'baen John Lindy,

L-I;H—D—Y. I think.

o) Did vou participate in developing the modifica-~
tions in theAmanufacturing process wiih respect to the
fire control of the model 600 around the time of the
recall of that model?

A Yes. ) \

Q0 And did that modification includs changing the
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(:) - gize of the safety cam in some for use in at least some

model 600°'s?

L I do not racall the exact things that were .
done on or in the moﬁificaii#ns. I know you askéd me if
I worked on it. I 4id. There wers certain thingg done,
but I do not :ecéll what they were. - —1

1) You told me that the specification with respect
to sear lift wé:a checked by the gun examination committes

where the complaint was that the weapon fired on movement

(14

of the gafaty. Were an& other specifications with respec
to the fire contrcl of the model 700's checked asg part -~

on a part' -- during the inspection of fire control of

model 700's whare there waré complaints of firing upon
movament of the safety?
MR, SCULLY: By thig gun examination>
committee?

lv MR. AMES: Yes. Or aé their direction.

MR, SCULLY: During a period of time he
was on the committaa? 

MR, AMES: That is right.

A Trigger pull was checked as an example of

another item that was checked.
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(;)

Q Okav. What other items were checked?

A~ We did the trick test. We did the sear 1lifts,
and we did ihe trigger pull. Again, I would not go . as
far as to say that was done a hundred percent of‘the
time, but a majority of the time thease are the tﬁian;
that were checked.

Q pid yoﬁ check trigger and sear engagamgatﬂf;
where you found the sealing glue on the screws foﬁr#:iqge
engagenent to be intact? |

A I can't ~-- 1 don't know.

¢ Did-you check it in cases where you fonhd_the

sealing material on the trigger angagement screw to be

_broksn or missing?

.. MR, SCULLY: That assumes facts not in

evidence. If there was such a situation, you

S

can answar the questiou._if you krow.
BY MR. AMES:

0 biﬁ you ever find a trigger engagement sérew
on the model 700 where the sBealing material was broksﬁ
or missing? |

A Yes, we did.

Q On those, vou routinely checked the amount of

L |
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O

engagenent?

.A ~ They were checked. When you say "rout{nély?,
that appiiea.all the time. I can't say we did it ail the
time, but my recollection, most of them were che¢ksﬁ.for
sear engagement and trigger pull. | o

Q How was the check withAreapacﬁ to sear éﬁgng-
ment actually made?

MR. SCULLY: You mean what methodeag :
used to check the engagement? | -

MR. AMES: - Yup.

MRf SCULLY: 1If you'kﬁow.

A At this time, -- At that time I'm not a;_zr@':‘ir
know. kight now, it's checked on a comparator. EI aé.not
know if at“;h;s‘time it was done on a comparatcric:}a 
visual cbeck.' .H.A

é You told me that with respect to the modgi
?00'9 with malfunctions compiained about, the'fifeiéépt:o
involved movem§nt of the safety leading to the rifiéi?
firing, you checked trick test, sear 1ift, triggexr pull,
trigqaf engagement. Any other specifications that:§ou
can recall testing?

A We checked for the sealage on the screws, We
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®

also tried to verify ths complaint of the customer. . For
example, if he said such-and-such had heppened, wefﬁbﬁld

try to verify it.

0 Anything else that you routinely did,;;gqgﬁ§ou
can recall? .

AL Not at this time.

Q Duriné'the time that you were on the coﬁmittee.
did ths committas or anyone under the committea's d1r§c~
tion, with reépect to both the model 600 and 700's, eéer
check the forceness to move the safety lever in any. |
diraction?

MR. SCULLY: The question is compound,‘

You can answer, if vou know,

A I don't recall if at any time it wag ever
chacked, | |

t3 You have_no recollection of that?

A . No.

13 Were vou involved in the supervisory capacity

or directly with modifying the guality control procedures
for the model 700 betwsen 19574 and 19787 ‘

A No.

¢ Wwere you ever told why guality control procedures
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for the model 700 were modified between '74 and '787
MR, SCULLY: It assumes facts noﬁ}in;lf
evidence, lacks foundation, calls for spggﬁla-

tion.. You can answer, if you know.

A Was I ever told whether?
Q. Did you ever learun from any source why?]}jf?

A From '?4 to ‘787

- Right.

A N#t‘that I recall.

.Q Were you ever told as to why any modificaﬁégns
to the guality contfol proce&ure with respect to ﬁhé;;
model 700'e were made betwesn '78 and the presentﬁ:;;f

HR.'QCULLY= Objegtion, It callsxf§: 
epeculation, lacks foundation. ‘ L

" A Yes.

o whai.were you told about such -- the :egé&ns
for such modifications? V

A Well, if we go back a few questions ago,fyoﬁ
asked if I worked on a committee, or whatever you céiled
it, for the recall cf the 600's.

Q .Right.

A And at thig time, to the Lbest of my Xnowiedge.
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" there wag some changes made, or increased inspaction on

the 700 fire control also.
1 Ag part of the guality control prooedutavzﬂf
A ?artrof the assembly. . Part of the qualiiy;f

control procedure.

143 You told me earlier that there were »f
you were suparvisor of qguality control, that theraﬁ‘gte

machine audits and audits with respect to assemblies.

and than audits of tha finished firearm proauct. -With
respect to the quality control audits cf the finishec
fzraarm products, and specifically the model 700, durinq
the time that you were supsrvisor of auality control,»
was that done on rifles which had already been tbr?ugh
the gallery test process and were ready to be shipyn§§

MR. BCULLY: Counsel,iyoﬁ'ro talkiééfabout

quality control audit, correct? o
MR. AMES: Yes.

A Quality control audit guns are taken as close

to the customer as we can.

] From the warshouse?
A At times, ves.

Q Okay. Or about to go to the warehouse?.
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A Righet.

Qo That is after the gallery test?

A After the gallery test, after the finalliﬁspec~
tion, and they are really ready to be put in the box at

that time.

e During the time that you were on the gun axaminh—

tion committee, how did_you go about measuring aqar-lifts
on model 700°'=?
MR. SCULLY: Him personally, or the

committee?

MPR. AMES: How wasg it done on the committee?

A The sear l1ift was msasured by the, in thié'eaaa
the first person that examined the qun would have been

Marshall Hardy.

Q You're referring to GER 2097

A Yos.

e Was that done in the presence of the committes?
A No, it was not.

o] pid you ever observe Mr. Hardy doing it?

A No.

Q Do you knov the procedure used for measuring

spar 1ift for the purposs of the gun sxamination report?
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VN

MR. SCULLY: By anybody, or by Mr. Hardy?
s MR, AMES: By anyone doing it for the
- committee, including Mr. Eardy. |
A Up to 1978, it wasg done with a gauge, diai gauge

on the final assembly aresa.

0 That woulé be in the assemblaé gun withvthé'
bolt out?

A Yes.

e Prior to 1978, how was the sear lift chécked

for the gun examination reportse?

| R I don't recall prior to that time how iﬁ‘waé
done. |

Q Was it something different than what you just

described, as after 19787

A I don't know.
Q. You were on the committees in 1977, corract?
A Yes, I was..

e Why do you bslieve in 1977 there was sone
di fferent procedure for checking the gun?
MR. SCULLY: Counzel, he doesn’'t believe

there was eny difference. He didn't know.

You're arcuing with this particular witness.

‘
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MR. 2MES1 I'm ¢rying to understand his
testimpny. |
RY MR, AMEC:

Q You told me that after 1978 it was éoné»a‘cer—
tain way.

L Pight.

Q Do you have any reason to bslieve {t was done
differently prior to that?

A I kxnow in 1278, when we got into the reé;li
of the 60C, is when I first, you know, wa got into tiis,
and we had the gauges masde to check it with the bolt'
prior, you know, rutting it irn inctead of the boltrio.
check the sear lift in the gun itself. There was also
thig other gauce that checked the sear 1ift. I do not
know right offhand if that gauge wes before 1978,

0 The other gauce for checking sear 1ift was the
gauge for checking it when the fire control was not.
sttached to the lever?

A Yes. It was just an assembled fire control.

0 Okay. Mr. Fardy, are you familiar with the
term "gummed-up fire control®?

A Mr. Eill.
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70N

o1 I'm sorry, Mr. Hill.

MR, SCULLY: In reference to any fire
control?

MR, AMES: In reference to the modsl 700
fire control.

A Yas. It's a term we've used.

Q Okay. And does the term have the same meaning
when spplied to a moéel 6007

MR. SCUGLLY: To him?
MR. AMES: To hin.

A Yes.

i3 Does gummed-~up fire control mean the presence
of excessgive oil or debris in the fire control?

A Gummad-up fire control means that the fire
control 48 not -- nparts are not functioning praperly}
and this i85 one of the poesibilities.

MR, AMES: 1I'11 ask the reporter to mark
gun examination reports &s the next exhibits
in order. That would be GJH-3 and GJE-4 and -5
Four would be number 52, dated 12/15/78, and
five would be number 62 dated 1/15/79.
(Exhibits GJE-4 and GJE-5 were marked for

{dentification.)

./
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BY MR. AMES:

Q Sir, have you looked at the exhibits, 4 and 5,
thare?

A Ysg, I have.

o And are the comment section on both written

in your handwriting?

R Yes.

Q g8ir, the comment on number 52 markad 24 states,
“"Unable to duplicate incident.”' And above that, under
incident, it says, "Shot a hole in floor of Scout." Did
vou {intend to mean literally that you couldn't shoot a
hola in the floor of the SBcout? That that merely could

not cause the fire on safety release?

MR, SCULLY: Well, that assumes facts not

in evidence. Let's agtablish that he has
recollaction of this particular document,
Counsel,
BY MR. AMES:
[l Do vou have a recollection of that gun examina-
tion?
A Not particularly, but the comments would also

be to answer the complaint, also.
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Q Okay.
A As well as the incident.
o) Would vyou interpret, now, what you meant there

to be that you were unable to duplicate the complaint,

fire upon taking off safety?

A Yes.

] Rather than shooting & hole in the floor of a
Scout?

A That is right.

] giy, number -~ Exhibit Number 5 also ststes

that the discharge occurred when the safety wag put to
the off safe posgition. Would that wording have been Mr.
Hardy's wording?
MR. SCULLY: Where are you referring to?
MR, AMES: Under complaint.
MR, SCULLY: Are you asking him if that
ig Mr. Hardy's printing?
MR, AMES8: Printing, ves.
| 3 Yes. That is his printing. But he would get
that i{nformation off, probably, a company letter.
MR, SCULLY: The complaint information?

THE WITNESS: VYes.
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BY MR. AMES:

o Sir, when you received the model 700'5,'£n-
which there was a complaint of firing upon movemeﬁtiof
safety during the time that you were on the commitgée,
had the fire control of those weapons been disassemﬁled
prior to being received by the committee?

MR, SCULLY: The question is argumsntative

raferring to the rifle ag weapons. Also, your

guastion is vague and ambiguous. You can
answer the question, if you can.

-8 At times, one of the things we had coms up
with, and I don't know == I cannot tell you the tiime-
table on it. But it wag in the period when I was on the
committee, our recommendation was thét the fire control
cannot be removed by the qun.

Q By arms sarvices?

A No. By Mr. Hardy. If indeed he had not, the
committes could loock at it, and also we didn't even want
him to take the stock off it, but this is womething we
learned as we went along,

e Okay. Did arms services disassemble the fire

control at any time you were on the cormittee, to your
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knowledge?
A Not to the bhest of my knowledge, they dicd not.
ol If the complaint said "fired upon movement of.

the safety,® or words to that effect, they just forwvarded
it on to vour office?
A Yes, they did.

0 Sir, Exhibit Number 4§ says "excessive ofl in

fire control could cause impaired mechanism function.”
In arriving mt that goncluaion, wouald it have been the !
practice of the committee to actually disassemble the !
fire control?
¥R. SCULLY: Are vou asking if they dis-
rssemblad the fire control in this particular
incident to arrive at this comrment? It's not |
a conclusion, numher one.
MR, AMFE&: Comment.
MR, ECULLY: 1Is that what you are asking
him? |
MR, AMES: Yes.

A tle did not disassemble it, no.

0 gir, with respect to examination number sixty-two

i

marked Exhibit 5, there ie an attached letter of February

S
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17¢h to Mr. Hegland who is referred to on the receiving

O

and estimatine report as to the rerson who sent the aun
in, and that letter makee reference to replacinag the
entire triccer assembly of the firearm. Were trigger
2zsemblies on model 700's replaced as a nmatter of practice
vhen vou were on the committee where the committee --
vhere the complaint was that it fired upon movement of
the safety?

A only after consultation with the customer.

ol So &lthough sometimes, then, it would have been

the procedure, actually prior to writing this letter

g»\ vou would call him and ask him if he wanted it replaced?
~ . We may have called him or wrote a letter.

s Eeeking his permission?

A Yes.

0 ODkay. Did vou aver have customers call and say

that they 4idn't want these fire controls replaced, that
vou can recall?

A They 8i4 not tell me, no. I was not invelvedv
with writino the letters,

11 When a fire contrel was replaced -- Some fire

controls were replaced, is that correct?
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A Yegz, they were.

& And when fire control in modsl 700's wsere
raplaced, were any of thoee due to complainta that the
r¥ifle had fired on movement of the safety?

A Thega would be bagad on customer complaints,
not on ours.

43 211 richt. Where the customer may have made
that complaint?

3 I would have tc say ves.

o In that case, what was done with the fire
control that was removed?

A Scrappred out, thrown away.

Q ware any examinations or studies made with
regpaect to those fire controls aftervthey had lesn
removed from modsl 700's where the customer complaint
wgg that it fired upon movemant of the safety?

A Not to my knowledge. If anybody on the
committee wanted to look at it, one, they would. They
could get it.

0 How long were they retained for somebody to

look at?

A There was no retention on them. If somebody
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wvanted to look at {t, we'd put a note on there and he
would pick it up. ogherwiaa, they were destroved.
Q How long were they kept before being destfoyed?
MR, SCULLY: TIt's been asked and answered.

You can answer again.

i

A 2As I previously said, they were just if somebod
wvanted one, they picked it up richt awvay. Otherwis&;
they were just destroyed, scrapped out. N

Q When vou say scrapped out, what 4o you maan?

A They were put in the scrap tub and they were
gsent out for junk. Probably they were disassembled,
although ¥ cannoi angwer that.

o Sir, where in Exhibit Number 4 your comment is
*excessive oil in fire control could cause impaired
mechanism function,” does that comment reflect tha
consensus of the committee?

A Yes, it did.

Q Was any study ever made by the committea as to

j+7)

how excessive 01l in the fire contrel could cause impaire
mechanism function in the fire contrcocl of a Remington
belt sction rifle?

MR. SCULLY: While he was on the committeel?
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MR, AMES: Yes.

8 Thers was never a2 stuédy nade, but if the term
vou useé a iittle while ago, "qummed-up fire controlf"
the parts were visunally -- You could see they woulén't
function properly, or they might mtick.

Q 211 right. You could see the parts not moving?

A Yes. You couléd tryv to, for exampls, pull the

trigger, push down on the Sear Safety Cam and you cculd sge

that thevy would not have free movement.

Q That was 3ust observed by thé committee on a
gummed-up fire control in the model 700°'g?

A Yes.

0 Do you know of any study ever being made with
regpect £o the curraed-vp fire control on Remington bolt
sction center fire firearms?

MR, BCULLY: By anvbody?

MR, BRMES: By anvbodv.

MR. SCULLY: 1In or out cf plant?

MP., RAMESf: PAnvbody to his knowledge;

MR, SCULLY: It's overly broad., You can
ancwer, if vou can,

A I don't know.
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0 When you savy that you could see that the‘
fire control was gummed up, did you look at fire contiols
with the stock off in making the determination?

A Yes. In stock on.

0 Did you ever remove the side plate in the
process of making such a determination?

A No.

Q Sir, number msixty-two, that is Exhibitls,
contains a statement, "R & D confirms malfunction at low
temperature test (0° F.)." I believe you told me that
it was also in your handwriting?

A If I @idn't, it is my handwriting.

Qa Were some model 700's sent for a -~- something
ralled a low temperature test?

A ¥well, as I previously stated, we looked at
two to four of these things a weeskx. Over the course of
the year, there would be a couple of hundred of these.
You don't remember all. That one was an interesting one
because it came out of colorado, it came in the winter.
The concern with this wag because it came fyrom this part
of ﬁhe country and they figured the guys probably out

in the mountains hunting with this and there is a questio
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ag to whether & low temperature, which he was probably
out in the woods, was it any different than it was if
ve were sitting in the room.

1 At room temperatura?

A At room temparature. 5o I happaned to remember

that particular one, and also the idea of the triqger_
adjusted outside the plant. |
MR, SCULLY: You are veferring to the
exhibit?
THE WITNESS: Sixty~two.
MR. SCULLY: Exhibit S5°?
THE WITNESS: Exhibit 5, right. Only
Exhibit 5.
BY MR, AMES:
Q And you do recall that particuler examination?
A Like I said, yes, for some reason I do. Becaus
we di@ -~ Dbecause of the lovw terperature test.
Qo Did vyou £find any evidence of the malfunction
prior to doing the low temperature test?
A I don't recall.
Q Do you recall that the low temperzture test

d4id cause the malfunction complaint?
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A My statement here, "R & D confirmed at low
temperature test, R & D confirmeé malfunction at low
temperature test.” The member from the committee from
research conducted the test and he confirmed it.

0 That wouléd be the malfunction that you are
referring to? That would be what was complained of by

the customer listed above?

A Customer complaint.
f I don't understand your answer.
A Well, the customer's complaint was diachargsd

when safety was switched to the off position.

a Is that what the R & D test confirmed?

A R & D confirmed malfunction at lowv temperature
test. I would have to say yeas.

Q 8ir, was this the first fire. ,, movemant of the
safety malfunction with respect to wvhich the committee
sent it for low temperature test during the time that
vou were on the committee?

A I don't recall if it was the first one or how
many we did send out.

Q Do you recall if any others were sent out?

A No, I don'¢t.
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Q What would be the engineering significance of
low temperature with raespect to a malfunction eausod_by
excessive o0il in the trigger mechanism?

MR. SCULLY: Vague and ambiguous, cails
for apeculation, lackas foundation. You cén

answer, if vou understand and know.

R It would be my oplinion that whatever was on
this might -- W®What do I want to say -- go into the

§01id configuration. But not go from a liguid oil. It
might hava a little ~- I don't know, lower viscoscity.
It night impair the movement of the components of the

fire control.

Q It would become more sticky?
A Yes.
Q Okay. 8ir, at any time when you were on the

committes, did it become the practice of the committee,
where there were reporte of a malfunction of *ha bolt
action rifle fire conttql, such that it fired when the
safety lever was moved and there appeared to be the .-~
the fire control appeared to be gummed up, 4id it become
a practice where the circumstances of the c¢omplaint led

you to baslisve that cold temperatures might have been

N~
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involved, to send it on to someplace for a cold test?

MR. SCULLY: The question is compouﬁd,'
vague and ambiguous, lacks foundation,.qailé
for specularion. You can answer, if you have
sﬁfficient facts.

A I don't know.
1 8ir, you used earlier the term, I believe;‘ihat
the excsessive oil would become more viscous at a low

temperature.

A Less.
Q Leggs viscous.
A As you used the term before, sticky would be

a good term, gummy. More gummy.
0 Do vou ever have occasion to =- Strike thot,
In vour opinion, with respact to model 700 fire
controles which are qummed up, do mome of them malfunction
at temperatures belov room temperatures, but not at room
temperature?
MR. SCULLY: Counsel, that guestion is
vaque and smbicuous. JTt's compound. It's an
incomplete hypothetical, lacks foundation.

You can answer, i{if you have sufficient facts.
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\M; A I don’'t know. I do knov that when the quns

are assembled properly, the fire controls don't have any

-~ They are not gummed up and they should ba kep? tﬁat
way by the custonmer,.

Q Okay. Did vou ever sas any fire controls:for
Remington bolt action rifles which -~ in which thaxe vapg
no malfunction at room temperature but at colder tempera-
tures be -- a malfunction occurred?

MR. SCULLY: What type of malfunction?

MR. AMES: Any malfunction in the fire

control.
ii;: A Yes.
o And did those malfunctions that you just
referred to invelve fire controls that were gummaed up?
A I'm only referring to the previour exhibit |
sixty~-two. I believe it wag -~
¥R, VIRI: 1It's Exhibi¢ S. = _
THE WITNESS: Five, yes.
A (Continuing.) in which I had written that this
was there, so I would have to say that I saw one.
i 0 You saw one?
ik I gaw this one.
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O MR. SCULLY: This one baing Exhibit. 5 of
your deaposition? |
THEE WITNESS: Right.
BY MR. AMFS:

0 Wag Exhibit S not malfunctioning at room.
temperature and then malfunctioning at cold test tempera-
tures? |

MR, SCULLY: That has been aaked and
answered. He indicated he doesn't recﬁll._'
MR. VYIRI: It seems to me the last answer
wag that he A2id wvhat you just asked, so I --
<\ TEE WITNESS: Yes.
v
BY MR. AMES:

Q In this case, Exhibit 57

A Exhibit 5.

143 It wvags not melfunctioning at room temperature,
but in cold.testn it 4id malfunction, is that your
recollection?

ME, SCULLY: well, I have the sameicbjec-
tion in that it's been asked and anawered,
5 You can answer.
A A To the best of my koowledge, I have not written
(N
N>
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et
,

down anvthing here to indicate that it was functioning or
malfunctionine at room tempsrature. In this particunlar
cass, we tried to findAout maybe what would have happaned
and this is why we did the ceold test, based on whag tﬁe
customar said he was doing. | |

& Ep to the best of your knowledge, in thia case,
wvhen you checked for malfunction at room tampermtufq_‘-“

A It wasn't there. |

n ~- it wasn't there, okay.

Sir, was the contents of the letterec, whsn zhey
were written after an examination of the model 700°s,
detarmined by the qun axamination committee?

A Mo. By the parson who wrote the letter.
Q Okay.
{(Whereupon, a¢ 3:04 p.m., a brief recess
wag taken.)
(At this time, Exhibit GIH~-6 was marked
for identification.)
{Wheresupon, at 3:13 p.m., the proceedings
were vesumed.)
BY MR, AMES:

¢ Sir, I'11l show vou a gun axamination report

-
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number 500, There are several pages attached to it and
jt's been marked as GJH-6. IX'll ask you --
MR, SCULLY: What is the date on that,
Counéelor? | -
MR. AMES: ‘7/30/81.
MR. VIRI: What was the name of 1£? ‘f{
MR, AMES: GJH~6, qun axaminationrnumbﬁr
500. |
MR. BCULLY: These ars numbars placad-by
the State? |
MR. AMES: You are referring to thé gix-
digit nunber beginnina double zero, beginning
at the right-hand side of the lower front on
the first page? Yes.
BY MR. AMES:
Q Sir, in reviewing the gun examination repbrt.

can you determine if you were pressnt at the committee

neeting at thae time that was -—- that report was prepars
A Yes, I was.
1] Is that your handwriting on the comment section
A Yes, it is.
¢ Would you rsad the comment section just to

-
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yoursalf?
MR. SCULLY: To himself?
MR. AMES: Right.

BY MR, KMES:

1) 5ir, referring to the raceiving and estimate
reaport attached to the gun examination repert, caﬁ yog
by reference to receiving and estimate report, tell:me
who wrote in the statement in handwriting, there, jﬁsé
above the middle of the page, “"Sear Safety Cam eticka

in downward position because of accumulation of dirt and

cil"?
A No, I éannot.
o] You can't tell that?
A No.

Q Would this report have been filled out by
somebody in :the arms service sectien? |

A Yes, it would.

Q An@d was the ~~ That would ooccur prior tec the
time that {t came to the gun examination committee?

A I don't know that. It could have been prior
or it could have been after.

4} 8ir, the commente say that, "The Sear Safety Ca
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sticks in the downward pogition because of an accumula-

tion of dirt and oil," and then hag this statement,

SClean - and return '~ to customer.” Jes "Clean and return
“to customer” the direction to sarme services as what to
do with that particular gun?

A That would be their recommendation of our
committees, and that ig what they weould 4do.

11} Okay. In this case that makes reference to
its baing an "old~-style fire control,” and then under
commanteg it gays, "Semar - Safety Cam." VWould that maan
that this was a two-part Sear and Safety Cam designed
model 7007

i Looking at the date of the cun manufacture, I

would come ¢to that conclusion.

Q You ars referring heres up to the --

A 1966.

o -~ date of manufacture. Doesn't it say that?
A It's the code.

MR. VIRI: Code?
THE WITNESS: Code.
BY MR. AMES:

Q Was it the conclusion of the committee that

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.

SEE 0407



182

N

™~

cleaning the fire control would resclve the cause of that
customer's complaint?

A Based on what I read, I would have to say yes.

0 The customer’'s complaint was that, "It firaes
vhen the safety is releasesd at times.” Was the ssar --
Was that malfunction as described by the customer veri-
fied with the committee?

A I don't know.

Q If yvou had found the nmalfunction different than
what the customer had described, would it have bsen your

practice to note that?

A I'4d have to say yes.

Q Okay.

A I'd 1ike to clarify with an example.

o Sure.

A If the gun 4idn't sxtract, or the bolt stopped,

didn't hold the bolt in, the bolt in the action, I'm sure

we would note that and have that corrected also.

¢ Okay.
A Just these two examples of what we do.
o Ookay. 8ir, 4id4 you, during the time vou were

on the committee, find other model 700's in which the
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Sear and Safety Cam stuck in the downward position?

MR. SCULLY: Are you talking about the
two-piece Sear and Bafety Cam as opposed to the
sear?

BY MR. RMES?t

4} My queestion goes to the two-pisce Seay and
Safety Canm.

A I don't recall.

Q pid you find any with the one-plece Sear Safety
Cam where it stuck in the downward pogsition due to it
being gummed up?

A I'd have to say I don't know, and I'd.clatify
it a little bit. We're looking at guns over the five-~
vear period of time and 200-plus cuns a year. To try to
remembar every detail of svery one is not, maybe not
practical.

Q You say here because of a "accumulation of
dirt and oil.” Is.tha term “"accumulation of dirt and oil
as uvged thers znalogous to being gummad up?

R Yes. I would say a lot of times accumulation
of dirt and oil comes from customers themselves.

Q2 But you would use the term "sccumulation of
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dirt and o0il1”" interchangeabdlly with cummed up?
2 Right.
MR, SCULLY: He would personally?
THE WITNESS: Right,
A (Continuing.) Include in there stuff we can't r~
I think it says crud, "also has crud on it.” That i=s

gort of dirt and oil that is solid.

) Bolt in firing pin?

R They're full of jdunk. Just the common thing
that customars should, you know, kXasp their quns clean ;
so they function properly. Just like they do their
automobiles, golf clubs and sverything elss.

o Tn this case at least the committea's opinion
was what was needed to take care of the malfunction was
merely to clean the fire control?

A Yes, it was.

¢ Okay. S5ir, in reviewing complaints of model
700 fire controle when the customer claimed that it fired
upon movement of the safety lever in thése cases, did
the customer's conmplaint sometimes indicate that that
malfunction sometimes -—-

MR, AMES: Strike that word sometimes.

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. i

SEE 0410



O

V&

MR. SCULLY: ¥Yhich sometimes?
MR, AMES: The last one.

BY MR. RMES:

Q -- occurred intermittently?
A Yes.
Q And wvhen axamining model 700 fire controls in

cases where the customer complaint was that the malfunc-
tion occurred intermittently, I have in mind firiog when
safety lever is moved, did that actually occur there
during the gun gxamination?
MR, BCULLY: Do we have a dafinition of
intermittent so we're both speaking on the sarme

wave length?

BY MR, AMES:

Q On some movement of the safety lesver, it did
fire, and some others it did not.

0 When we wrote down unable to duplicate customer

complaint, we could not duplicate it.

141 it 4i4d not happen at all?
A KNo.
Q In cagses that you wrote down where you did

duplicate it, would those include situations where the
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customers said it happened sometimes and in fact it
happened sometimes when the committes was checking it?
MR. SCULLY: The question is vague and

ambiquous. You can answer, if you understand

it.
A Well, I'd have to specvulata a little.
MR, SCULLY: I don't want you to speculate
at all.

THE WITNESS: 0Okay. Striks that.

BY MR. AMES:

0 1'11 ask vou to any facts you have with reSpect‘

to whether or not thsre were ever cases with the fi:earm

movement of safety malfunctions in model 700's where it

|
|
i
i
i
i
i

did not occur every time the safety levar was moved durin§

the committee examination.
-8 There were times if we had -~- If we examined
the gun and we could verify the complaint if we could,

it would happen all the time and it would be based on

our -- FPor example, the oil ané@ dirt in the fire contro
a okay.
A T1f wa couléd not examine -- JIf we examined it

and we did it a number of times which we didn't have any
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specific number, ths number of times betwesan committee é

members, they couldn't get it, it was verified or noted E
by Mr. Hardy. Then we would put "Unable to duplicate

customer complaint,®

o} I'm meking you about the third situation vhere r~-

Let me back up and ask you.

Was it common practice in the committee with

this type of complaint to have each member of the committes

1
i
i

attempt to manipulate the fire control in order teo try :
to duplicate the customer complaint? E
MR. SCULLY: It would depend on what the
customer's complaint is. |
MR. AMES: This complaint involving firing
when the gafsty ig ~-

A gevaral of the committee meambers would try it
to sea if they could verify what the customer complaint
wag.

i Okey. I believe you told me earlier that with
respect to this oun examination ~-- I'm referring to
number 500, Exhibit 6§ -- was the complaint was that it

fired when pafety is relsased at times, that it's your

understending that that complaint was verified, correct?
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A .The complaint would be from the customsr, and
as I read Exhibit 6 here --

Q Yes.

A -~ it appears to the best of my knowledge,
I have looking at this, that it did happen.

0 The complaint was verified?

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, 4ust for clarlgica-
tion, when you say the complaint was vefified,
are you asking this varticular witness whether
during the course of their examination they
discovered that the gun fires when the safety
is relsasad at times?

MR. AMES: Yas. That was the complaint
set forth and I'm agking him whethar this
form indicates that that is what thev verified.

A As I read this form, back several years 8go,
based on what I'm looking at here, we verified it and
wve put a reason,

Q As set out there?

A A8 to our bast information from the committee
and judgment of what happoned.

[+ That is one occasion, then, on which the

f\
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complaint was that it was firing when the safety was
released intermittently, is it not?

A That is what the customer is telling us.

i+l Were there any other occasions in which théA
committee cbserved a model 700 to be firinc on safety
release intermittently? In other words, not every single
time? o

MR, SCULLY: You mean where ths cpmmittee
when, examining the gun, the committee itself

on occagions, the gun would not £ire on gafaty

release and on other occasions it would fire on

safety release?
¥R, AMES: Yes.
MR. SCULLY: Do you undsrstand his qusstlo
to be in that context?
THE WITNESS: Not exactly.
MR, AMES: Let me back up.
BY MR. AMES:
o I'm referring ¢to any other occasions when on
an sxamination of a particular qun the committee members
would f£ind while checking it that it would fire on safety

release or movement of the safety one time and then
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perhaps again, and then not another time. In other
words, intarmittenfly.

A As I recall, to the best of my knowledg#, if
thgre wag A problem in the fire control, whether it was -~
I'm going to use full of debris, which could be oil and
dirt accumulated -~ 1f there was a problem of firing

when the safety was rslesassd, it was there.

o] Evervy time that you tried it during the committee
maeting?
Iy Tt was there. I cannot say whether it was there

all the time or a majority of the time.
o Okay.
MR. AMES: We'll mark the next exhibit
GJH~7. GER number 467 datead 6/12/E1.
I'm showing Mr. Viri the Exhibit 7 which
has not vet besn marked.
{Exhibit GJIH~7 was marked for identifica-
tion.)
BY MR. AMES:
0 Sir, I'm showing you Exhibit GIH-7, and I'11
ask yvou if your handwriting appears there on the comment

section?

e
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A Yes, it is.
o Okay. Referring --
MR, SCULLY: What is the date of that?
MR. AMES: Y will read i1t in the record.
6/12/81.
RY MR. AMES:

o Referring to that examination report, to the
seconé page, raceiving and estimate report, under the
heading "main faults." 8Sir, would you read the main
fsults set out there?

A Fire contrpl ==

MR, SCULLY: To himself?
¥R. AMES: To yoursself,
THE WITNESE: Okay.

BY MR, AMES:

L Would you read the comments on the first pacge,

the GER itself?
MR. SCULLY: To himself?
MR. AMES: Yes. To yourself.
BY MR. AMES:
1] Have you read those?

A Yee.
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1) The receiving and estimate report under the
heading of “main fault,"” says, "Fire coantrol gummed up
with wrong kind of lubricant or lubricate."” 1Is that &
fair reading of that statement?

MR, SCULLY: 1Is that what the document
says?
THE WITNESS: Yas. That is what it says.
BY MR. AMES:

0 Your c¢omment makes no reference to the wrong

kind of lubricate?

A Lubricant.

@ I think the actyal wording there is lubricate,
but -~

MR, SCULLY: The document speaks for
itself.

BY MR. RHMES:

Q I1'11 refer to it as lubtiéant.
A Okay, fine.
4] It mak&es no refersnce to the wrong kind of

lubricant. The receiving and estimate report also says,
"Examined by PE&C,” does it not?

A Yas.
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Q YWould that indicate to you that this particular
modal 700 was examined by PELC after the committee's
examination of {t?

MR, SCULLY: OQuestion assumes facts not
in evidence, lacks foundation, calls for
speculation. Have we even established that
this second page is part of that exhibit?

MR, VIRI: It is part of the exhibit.

MR, AMES: 1It's part of the exhibit.

MR, SCULLY: It's part of the first page
of the exhibit?

MR. 2AMES: You mean that that receiving
and estimate report relates to the GER?

MR. SCULLY: That is correct. Have vwa
established that vet?

MR, AMES: I represent that that is the

. wvay it came from vour office.

MR, SCULLY: You can represent whatever

you want, Counsel.
BY MR. AMES:
0 Does the receiving and estimate report attached

to the second pace, to the GER, appear to be with respec

[
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a

to the same model 700 and complaint?

A Yeg, it doses.

2 Are you telling that by correlating the serial
number? |

A The sasrial number of the gun.

1] Remington only puts one sarial number per 700,

is that corract? One serial number per gun?

a No two are alike, as far as I know, ves.

Q As far as you know, the 700 in the complaint
arae the sama as the two pages refaerred to? They are
the same thing? |

A Right.

MR, AMES: Arxe you satisfied, Hr. Scully?
MR, SCULLY: Counselor, I'm never satis-
fied with your guestions.
BY MR. AMES:

o3 Sir, my question was, bafore Mr. Scully inter-
rupted with his gquestiocn about whether these two forms
dealt with the same gqun, would the comment on the receiv-
ing and astimate report indicate to you that PESC had
examined the gun after the gun examination committee 4id?

A No. I'm sure in this case the PE&C is the gun

A
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examination committee.

0 Do you have any idea whether the gun examinatio
report would make reference to the wrong kind of lubri-
cant or lubricate when thera was no reference to that in
the comment section?

A I don't have any idea why someone elss would
write thie. Thie is what I wrote and thia is what some-
body else wrote, and I cannot speak for somebody elss,
what they wrote,

Q Would the receiving and estimate report form
have come to the gun examination committee at the time
of your consideration of thisg gun?

MR, SCULLY: By ceonsideration, what do you
mean?
MR. AMES: Examination.

A It would come, but I do not know what form it
was .

Q Typically, would the heading “"main fault® have
been £4illed in?

A Possibly not.

ol Generally, was it filled in when you receivad

the receiving and examination report during the time that
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you were on the committee?
MR. S8CULLY: ¥We've gone from generally
to typically, now.

L I would pay sometimes it wag filled inm.

0 More often than not?

MR. SCULLY: Now ve’ve.gone from more
often than not. .

A I can't answer that question.

¢ When would it have been filled out if it wasn't
£illed out at the time the committee maw it?

B After the committee examined the gun and the
quns would go back to the customer repairs, arms services
and it probably would be filled out.

2 Let me clarify that. Mr. Hill, was a copy of

the exam report sent back to arms services?

A Yas.

1 Kas that ths original or 2 copy that went to
them?

R copy.

s} Where was the original kept?

A The originalg were filed in my office.

it Okay. Up until such time as the docunment

»
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retention program went into effact?
A And since then,
4] Okay. Have they been filed in your office

since the committee was dissolved?

k Yes, they have.

¢ Who made the decision to dissolve the committeep
A I don't know.

Q How was that decision communicated to ypu?

A My boss came in, or talked to me, and said

that, "As of now, this is how the gun committees ars i

going to ba handled” -~ “gun examinations are going to

be handlaed, .handled by Mr. Sienkiewicz and Mr. Stekl."

i

0 ¥ho is ths perscn vou rafsrred to as your bcss?
A John Leek.
Q Sir, showing you gun sxamination raport number

244, datsd 2/1/80, which will be GJH-8, and the attached
pages.
MR, SCULLY: Ask the repoxrter to mark that
{Exhibit GJH-8 was marked for identifica-
tion.)
MR, VIRI: VWhich number are we on?

MR. - AMES: GJH-8.

Y
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BY MR. AMES:

Q Sir, wlth respect to number 244, GJE-8, 40 the
attachments including receiving and estimate repo:ﬁs_
appear to you to refer to the same guns and the GER. form?

A I'm taking a minute to look at it. You‘rc'.

talking about all of them with this?

o Yes.

A Yas, they do. Based on the serial numbe;é.

f Bir, is the comment section written in your
handwriting?

A Yes, it is,.

o Okay. In this conment, there is no mention:of
gunk or gum-up or excassive oil or anything like that.
Would that mean that the committee did not find thogel
factors to be present in the qun?

A To the best of my knowledge, that would be
true.

0 Okay. &And you noted in this one, did you not,
that this particulai gun falled the trick test?

A Yes.

1) Sir, referring you to GJH-7, GER number 467

that I asked you about previously, and in that one you
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noticed that the cun passed the trick test, but the fire
control was qummed up, isg that correct?
MR, SCULLY: The documants spsak fof‘
themsalves, Counsel.
A That is what the document says.
Q Do you have any reason to believe that‘gﬁit41s
not what the actual findings of the committee were? ;.
A No. |
Q 8ir, in GJE-7, number 467, &id the committée -
or do the comments indicate that the committee verified
the complaint? |
MR. BCULLY: You;rﬁ asking him to read the
comments, and by reading the commants, @aka
2 conclusion whether they verified the com#lain
MR. AMES: Yenr.
MR. SCULLY: Becauge you haven't laid any
foundation that he has any recollsction of this
particular incident.

B Wwe did not specifically indicate that.

o} Howvever, you did order the fire control replace
A That is true.
Q Okay. But that now leads you to conclude that
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vou verlfied the complaint?
A No. I can‘t make a judgment now based on some-
thing on a committee’'s decision two and a half vears
ago.
@ Is it -~ E&ir, is it not correct that on GER
-~ Strike that. o
Is it not correct that you have, on occasion on
model 700 examinations, where the complaint ralatea to
firing on movement of safety, isn't it true that-yoﬁ have
notad, "Complaint could not be dQuplicateé.®
A Yes, we did.
Q Was it your practice to note when the compléint
could not be duplicated?
A To ths best of my knowledge, yes.
2 Okay. WwWould it ever, therefore, be a rﬁ#sonablﬁ
conclusion on my part that the -~
MR, SCULLY: Reasonrable ¢onclusion on my
part? You're asking this witness to speculate
as to whether or not your conclusion is reason-
able? |
BY MR. AMES:

Q ¥Vould it be -~
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MR. SCULLY: 1It's relative.
BY MR. AMES:

Q Would it be a reasonable conclusion on anyone's
part reading this document?

MR. SCULLY: Anyone's part? That's-even
worse.
BY MR, AMES:

43 And given your last statement, that since vou
d4id not note that vou were unable to Auplicate the
customers complaint,in all probability vou did duplicate
the customer's complaint?

MR. SCULLY: Would you read that back,
please?

{The last question was read by the
reporter.)

MR. SCULLY: That callgs for speculation,
it’s argumentative.

A I can't really conclude that, that we verified
it or not, just based on what I read, and remsmbering
back ¢wo and a half years age. I just den’'t recall.

0 Sir, what is the significance of the determina-

tion to charge the customer for rerlacing the fire
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control in thise case?

MR. SCULLY: Which case are you referring
to? Exhibit whatever?

MR. BMES: Whatevey we'wvea been talking
about.

MR, SCULLY: Counselor, we've been talking
about seven exhibits.

. We ztat:d in here axcassive cunk in the fire
control. Gunk refers to oil, crud, dirt, whatever.

To the best of my knowledge, we felt it was his faulc
that this stuff was in there.

1] Okav. And thesrefore vou determined to charge
him for the new fire control?

a Right.

[+ Is there any reason why, if the fire control
were functioning properly, ysu would have determined to
replace it?

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, that's argumentative
calls for speculation. You can answer, 1f you
can, without epeculating.

A Would you repeat that again?

MR. SCULLY: Would you read it back?
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<v) (The last question was read by the

reporter.)

MR, SCULLY: It also assumes facts not
in svidence, lacks foundation.
A If the fire control was functioning properly,
vhy would we replace it?
1) Ie there any reason that would therefore lead
you to replace it?
MR. SCULLY: Are you talking about hypo-
+thetically?
BY MR, AMES:

141 In vour experience, during the time yvyou were

£ o
[N -
'
i
—

on the comnittee, {f the fire control were functioning
properly, would it have been the committee's practice
to replace it?

A No.

0 Conversely, if the fire control were not
functioning properly, was it the committee's practice to

replace it on some occasions at least?

k At time it would be replaced.
0 And at times were they also cleaned and returnegd?
A Yes.
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<i/ Qo wWe have one GFR whare the fire control is noted

to be gummed up, and it's replaced, and we have another

GER hare -- 1I'11 give vou the one I've fust referred
to; G2Y number 500 -~ notes that there is an accumula-
tion of dirt and ol}l, and in number 500, it is cleaned
and returned. V¥hat reasons would leaédé you to one bging
raplaced and another being cleaned?

MR, SCULLY: Calls for speculation, lacks

foundation. You can answer it, 1f you know.

A It would have been the decision of the comrittep.
i
¢ What factors, to your knowlasdge, would have
AT
\<;> led the comnittes to make such a determination?

MR. SCULLY: Same objaction.

A I cannot answer it at this time. I don't
recall what thess factors would be.

! Sir, during ths time that you were chairman of
the gun examination committes, was there anyone on the
committee within your opinion who was more knowledgsablse
with respect to the causes of malfunctions in model 700
fire controls?

MR, SCULLY: 1In relationship to who?

A More knowledgeable than who?
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0 You.

A oh, . .ves.

o Who?

| R T would@ sz2y the research :epresentative. 1
would sey he -- Mr, Stekl or Elenkiewvicsz.

0 Why would they be more knowledgeable than you
wouid?

A I can't answver vhy they have more knowledge,

more sexposure.

o You said that you were exposed to several

hundred a year over, I believe you said, more than a five,

vear period?

A Ricght.

Q ¥hy would they have been axposaed to more of
them than you were?

MR. SCULLY: Cells for speculation. It's
‘argumentative. VYou can answer, 1f you know.

A You asked if theyv had more exposurs to the
gun or malfunction than I did <~ or more knowledge,
and I sald ves. The research representative represented
research, the other two gentlemen were dealing with

customers in the field more than I was.

|

T
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22 You told me that the committes reviewed all
firearms returnsd to arms services in which there was a
complaint about the function of the safety, is that |
correct?

A To ths best of our knowledge, all that we
raceived, all that I received, we examined.

0 Okav. ¥%¥hy would Mr. Stekl and Mr., Sisnkiswicz
have seen more firearms with malfunctions in tha safety
machanism than you as chairmanof thea committse would have

A Well, one example, somea of them were invélvad
in lawsuits which nevar got to our committee,

Q Roughlyv, how many would that ba?

A I hava no {dea how many. But you asked if they
had seen more, and I'm sure thsy have.

143 Other than that category, those involving
lawguite, are there any others that you can think of?

MR. SCULLY: Any other rifles?

MR. AMES: Firesarms with safety malfunc-
tions.

MR. 8CULLY: Calls for speculation. You
can go ahead and answer, if you know.

A T don’'t know,

¥
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Q Did efther Mr. Stekl or Mr., Sienkieswicz ever

supsrvise the guality control?

A ¥hat?

¢ Were thevy aver supervigors of the gallery
testing?

A Mo, with the clarification, vou asked me if in

my opinion if they had more knowledge than I had., It's
my opinion they have.

0 Wwall, I'm trving to get to the reasons.

2 I think they've had more exposure to the fi=ld.;

MR. SCULLY: Counsaloy, just to cut véu
short, he has already responded to the reasons.
Tt's been asked and answered.
MR, AMES: Thig &2 GIH-2, gun exanm feport
number 218, dated 3/14/80, |
Eight was number 244.
I'11 ask the reporter to mark that nine.
{(Exhibit GIN~-9 was marked for identifica-
tion.)
BY MR. AMES:
Q Sir, dces GJIH-9 and its attachments appear to

you to all refer to the same gun?
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A There's a problem on the serizal number of the
qun. Let me see here. This is the €76 and the other
information ig a 6705. It could be just an error in
writing it up. It appears, from the customer, it appears

to be the same gun, model 700.

o okav.
8 I wouléd say it's the same gqun.
A 81y, in the upper left-hand corner of the form

appears the letters PI and then a blank. What does that

moan?
R Personal indjury.
¢  Who f£ills in that information?
MP, SCULLY: Presently or in this particu-
lar tims?
MP, AMES: At the time.
A At this time, it could be either -- 1In this

case, Mr. Hardy, or it could be ths committee, and that
would bs bhased on information, s letter from the customer.
I Okay. Angd would the category personal injury
include injury to the property?
A It could.

Q Okay. Or injury to persons?
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A It could.

Qa ¥hat elge would the category personal injury
mean?

A That would be i¢.

o Okay. Sir, which serjal numbher with respect

to number 218 hera, Exhibit GJIH-92, is it that you =~-.
that appears to you to bs the correct serial number for

the document being examinad?
MR, SCULLY: "The document apeaks for

itself. Tt calls for spsculation, lacks fouada

tion.
A ¥hich serial number would be correct?
0 Yes.
a I don't know without looking at the gun, but

based on the paperwork here, it's probably the 67 that is

correct.

o] 6709367

A Instead of 76, based on --

Qo I'm sorry. 6Go ahead. Based on -~~~

A Based on the papervork as I ses it.

n Sir, under complaint it just says, "Regquest

products liability examination." Can you tell from that

N
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paperwork here what the nature of the complaint or the

problen being complained of was?

A No, I cannot. Yo reference in it.

¢ he comments are in vour handwriting?

A Yes, they are.

0 8ir, from your comments éhare, what would you

pregently khelieve the complaint of melfunction to have

bean?

MR. SCULLY: Just by readin@ the comments?.

MR. AMTE: VYesn.
MR, ECULLY: Calls for speculation, lacks
foundation. You can answer, if veu know.

A Yhat X read there, I can’'t say for sure what
it would be. Racsad on what I looked at hefore, and the
other exhibits vou showed me -~

HMR. SCULLY: Thet isn't the cquestion.
THE WITNE2ES: Okav. Pardon me.
BY MR. AMES:

0 Based on anv information vou have as vou sit
here todav, and knowledge and expserience, what would the
malfunctional problem have been with that gun referred

to in GER 2187
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A Probably an PSR,

o Okay. The comment makes reference to bhoth the
triggar adjusting screw being adjusted outside the factor
and a trigger assembly full of residue bhecause of lubrica
tion causing parts to hang up. Would both of those
conditions have contributed to the FSR condition?

A That was the complaint, possibly.

i

¥

Q In your experience, can a combination of improper

trigger adjustment and gum-up of the fire control both
contribute to firing on gsafety release?

MR. ECULLY: That queastion lacks foundatio
and calls for speculation. You can answer, if
you can.

A I¢ you have gummy. -~ If the trigger assembly
igs gummy, {t could possibly 4o that.

o} My question ie, in your opinion, could the
gqummed~up fire assembly and improper trigger adjustment
combine to lead to the FSR malfunction?

MR. SCULLY: Without any other facts?

That is an incomplete hypothetical, lacks
foundation. You can angwer, if you can, withou

speculation.

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.
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MR. AMES: I'm asking about the model 700
fire contrel.
A Yes, it could.
Q Okay. Would you explain to me how the two

would combine to cause an FSR malfunction?

MR, SCULLY: Question calls for a narrativp,

it's vague and ambiguous, lacks foundation,
calls for speculaticn. You can answer, if you
can.
-8 Trigger assembly isg gummy, it could gum up
the parts and cauge them not to work -~ to functiorn
properly. If the trigger seal or trigger screws are not
sealed, they could have bean adjusted outside the factory
Example in this one says, "Trigger pull is twé pounds .™
Oour spec is three to five pounds.
0 Right. How do they combine to cause the FSR
malfunction?
MR. SCULLY: Agein, same obhjection. 1It's
purely speculative. You can answer, if you can
A I don't know.
MR. SCULLY: Whos our next witness?

MR. HUTTON: Jerry Burns.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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MR. AMES: What is yvour present informatio
with respect to when we are going to ~-

MR. BCULLY: 8:30 tomorrow.

MR. AMES: Which one?

MR, BCULLY: Sienkiewicz.

MR, AMES: 6Sienkiewicz will be here at
8:307?

MR, BUTTON: That is my information.

MR. AMES: Do you have some questions
for this witness, Mr. Viri?

MR, VIRI: Can we take a couple of minutes

(r short recess was taken at 4:09 pP.m.)

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, I'm giving vou the
order for next wesk.

MR, PMES: MNow wait a minute. The order
for next week is noticed, and those are the
witnesses that were noticed.

MR. SCULLY: These are the witnesﬁas,
richt here.

MR. AMES: Are yvou telling me you are not
going to produce witnesses as noticed? ,

MR. SCULLY: On Monday will be Jim Eutton.

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.
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On Tuesday will be Bob Hillberg. Wednesday,

it will be John Lindy. On Thursday, Bill Davis

and on Friday, Jim Stekxl and Ben Cummings.

On Saturday, October 23%th, E. ~and E. P

Hooton
Barrett.

MR. AMES: What are the rsasong that you
are changing the order of the position of the
witnesses as noticed and subseguently ordered
by the court, which specifically said they
were to be produced as noticed in that order

during this week?

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, the only psrson we

are rearranging is Jim Hutton, who is going from

Thursdey to Monday. Is that correct, Bob?

MR, SPERLING: That is nmy understandinq.

MR. RUTTON: .The reason Bill Davis cannot
be there on Monday is because of a prior
commitment.

MR. AMES: why didn’'t vou give us.notica
of this before now?

MR. SCULLY: I just found out. Hote

today's date for the record.

’
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A

MR. AMES: I protest that, sir.

MR. SCULLY: You can protest all you want,
Counsgel.

MR. AMES: Mr. Scully ~-- Will you come
back, Counsel? I'm not finished.

Note for the record that Mr, Scully turned
and walked out, despite my request to discuss
it further. |

{(The proceedings were resumed at 4:17 p.m.)

MR, AMES: Eack on the record. Mr. Scully
has come back in the room at 4:17. Mr. Scully,
despite your representation that the énly changs
in here is changing Hutton and Davis, I note

that Stekl and Cummings would have been set
l

{

for Thursday and they have been nmoved to Friday.
It there a reason for that change?
MR. SCULLY: Bob, can we produce Stekl
and Cumminge on Thursday instead of Friday?
MR, SPERLING: We can produce StQKI,
MR, SCULLY: How about Cummings?
MR. SPERLING: I'm not sure.

MR, BUTTON: I undsrstand there was a

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C.
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(i; prior commitment on that Thursday.

MR. AMES: With resspect to the schedule
vou are proposing here, of which you 4id not
consult with me, there is a court order wigh
respect to that peint. I'm coing to ask?fo:
Mr. Stekl and Mr, Cummings on Monday, and have
Mr. HButtor stay on the Gay he was ariqin&}i?
scheduled for. If you have sorme reasoh ﬁﬁ@ﬁ
Mr. Davig can't be there on Monday, I'm_gék;nq
for Stekl and Cummings.

MR. SCULLY: On Monday?

MR. AMFS: On Honday.

MR, SCULLY: Let's talk about it outside
and ses if we can work this out for Counsel
here. We certainly want to conform to Ccunael'r
wishes. I'm sure he is going to be savarsly
prejudiced by the scheduling belng rearranged,
and what prejudice, God only knows.

We are going to go to discuss it. The
three of us are going to go outside and discuss

it-

MR, BMES: Can yvou do this as rapidly as

4
\~.
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possible, Mr. Scully?

MR, SCULLY: Is there any documeants with
the original schedule, Counsel? Do you havs
one?

MR, RAU: It's on my calendar, 1if ﬁhatfs
anythinag for vyou.

MR. AMES: I have it written on my calenda
as to what the original notice was,

MR. SCULLY: What was the original notice?

MR. RAU: Davis, Monday. |

MR. AMES: XKillberg, Tuesdav;:; Lindy,
Wednesdav:; Stekl and Cummings, Thursday; Hutton
Friday.

ME. SCULLY: You want two on Monday?

MR, AMES: If I can't have Davis, T wént
gtekl and Cummings on Monday. I want Mr.
Hutton to stayv on Friday as originally =schedule

MR. SCULLY: Okay.

MR, AMES: One other thing, Mr. Scully.

I had originally asked for Mr. Barrett first,
and I would like to tage Mr. DBarrett first on

Saturday becaussz I may be able to dispense with

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C.

SEE 0443



e

218

N

¥r. Hooton ©On Saturday morning.

Bob, I just told Steve I would prefer to
start with Barrett on Saturday morning bechuse
I may bs ables to dispense -~

MR, SCULLY: You mean not even depose
Hooton at all?

MR. AMES: 1Right. It could be possible,.

MR, SPERLING: That would bs difficult.

MR. AMES: What is the earliest we could
get Barrett?

MR, SPERLING: Ha would be on call after
Rooton. '

MR, AMES: If Mr. Hooton's:  daposition
goés hevond 10:00, does that mean hae's goiég

to be there?

(The proceedings were resumed at 4:22 p.m..

(Exhibit X was marked for identificatlion.)

MR. SCULLY: Well, Counsel, are you ready
for your questions?

MR. VIRI: Yes. I'm going to want to use
thesa pictures. You ma¥ want to glanéé at them.

I think you'va got a full set, and 1'a
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like to just call out the numbers on the back.

MR. AMES: I have reviewed those, and they
are the prints of which the set was provided
to Resnmincton.

MR, VIRI: Meanwhile, I have gun exaﬁina-
tion report number 406, and I'd like to'havé
that marked. |

({Exhibit GJIJH~10 was marked for identifica-

tion.)

BY MR. VIRI:

0

A

e
comments?

A

e

Mr. Hill, you've had a chance to review GJi-107?
Yes .

Is that your handwriting in the area under

Yes, 1t is.

All right., Were you sitting ags chairman of the

gun. examination committee at the time that this qun was

examined?
A

Q

Yes, 1 was.

All right. You also put your initials up in

the area where it's approved?

A

Yes.
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o

The complaint here says that the rifle fired

when the safety was touched to release it, and under

comments yocu nsither write that the complaint was |

confirmed, neor éo you write that it was not confirmed.

Based on vour reading of the commenta, are you able to

eay at this time whether this coﬁplaint was confirmed or

not?

A

8

gun at no

A

o

conplaint

here

A

that

1

A

I cannot say that,

Thiz comment indicates that you replaced this
charge. I assume that you did that? |

Yes. I assume we did, too.

Wouldn't that indicate to vou that in fact the
was confirmed in this case?

MR. SCULLY: ‘That lacks foundation and
calls for speculation. You can answer, if vou
can.

1 cannot answer that. There is a comment in
says refer to Chisnal]}l,
What does that nean?

That is Jack Chisnal]l in Bridgeport who deals

with customers, as Mr. Sienkiewicz or Mr. Stekl would do,

e

What was his position with the company at the
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tima?
A I don't know., BHe was in customer service and
marketing.
Q Well, was the consensus of the committee to
replace this gun ét no charge, 1sn't that correct?
A Yes, it was.
MR, SCULLY: Is that what the document
says, sir?
THE WITNESS: Yes, it doas.
B’? MR, VIRI: |
Q Noﬁ, T also note here that the sear sngagenment
is measured at .008, is that correct?
A That is what the document sayes, right.
Q And tﬁe Remington specs for sear sngcagement,
at this time, vere .0152.20, correct?
A Yes.
MR, SCULLY: That is what the document
states?
THE WITNESS: Yesn,
BY MR. VIRI:
i« There is no indication under comments that this

trigger housing was tampered with in any way outside the
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factory, 1s there?
MR, SCULLY: The document speaks for
iteelf, You can answar.
A Based on what I see in the document, no.
13 If {t had been tampered with, you would have
notad that in the comments, wouldn't you?
MR. SCULLY: 1It's argumentative, calls
for speculation. You can answer, if you can.
A Yes, we would have.
Q All right. 1Is the reason that the gun was
replaced, at least part of the reaeon that the gun wasg
replaced, the fact that the sear engagement was less

than Remington specs?
MR. BCULLY: Again, it calls for specuia-
tion, lacks foundation. v;ou can answer, if
you know,
. A I don't recall what the reason was that it was
replaced. Based on the information we have here, I can't
answer that,
Q Do you have any independent recollection of

this particular qun examination, or the gun involved in

it, other than what is contained in this gun examination

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C
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report number 4067
A Ko, I don't.
e 8ir, I have a three-page document, the first
page of which is gun examination report 596.
MR. VIRI: I would like to have that marke
as GJE~11l. |
(Exhibit GIE~11 was marked for identifica~-
tion.)

BY MR, VIRI:

o ~ Bave you had a chapca ¢o review that document?
A Yes.
o3 Do the two attached pages relate to the gun

exzmination report?

A Page one <-- Page two does. Page three,
letter from customer, does not indicate the serial number
of the gun, but ~-

o Does the complaint <~ or does the matter
described -~

A Yes, it does. The letter corresponds to the
complaint.

MR. SCULLY: Let him €inish the guestion.

THE WITNESS: Fine.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. PC

SEE 0449



224

O

BY MR. VIRI:

Q Again, under comments, iz that your handwriting
A Yes.
41 And you sat as chairman of the gun examination

committee that reviewed this particular gun?
A Yas.
0 And you also put your initials under the area
over in the area where it savs approved?
A Yeas .
Q All right, Now, under cdmmants, youvdon't
indicate either way whether or not ths -~ Strike that.
You don't write specifically whether or not the
complaint was confirmed or not confirmed in this case.
Would you read the comments and attached documentation
and please advise me at this time as to what your
recollection is as to whether or not this complaint
was confirmed or not confirmed?
MR, SCULLY: Réad that back, pleass.
(The last guestion was read by the
reporter.)
MR, SCULLY: It lacks foundation and calls

for speculation. He's already read the
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A

Q

document., Are yvou asking him if he has a
recollection independent of this document,
Counsel?

MR, VIRI: Based upon his review of the
document 1f the complaint was confirmed ;r not
confirmed, by the gun examination committee.

MR. SCULLY: You can answer, if vou know.
If you racall.

I do not know. I don't recall.

What is the purpose of making out &2 gun exanmina

tion report?

MR, SCULLY: At any time?

MR, VIRI: At any time,

MR. SCULLY: 0ve¥1y broad, calls for »
narrative. Go zhead and answer,
¥Well, what ig the purpose of this?
Right.

MR. SCULLY: Of any gun examination report
For information.
To whom?

In this case, ags we have previously mentioned,

the copy of thieg goes hack to thes arms services for
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information on how to repair it. It also talks about
a letter we wrote to the customer. We'vsa talked about
that., It's for more information for Remington.

t Isn't it important to determine whether or not
the complaint is confirmed or not confirmed?

MR. SCULLY: Counsgel, that gquestion is
argumnentative. You can answer, if you can.:

I assuma important means important to
Remington?

MR. VIRI: That is right.

A Yes, it would be.

Q All right. Then can vyou say, sir, why on more
than one report vou would not spscifically indicata
whether the complaint was confirmed or not confirmed?

MR. SCULLY: Again, that calls for specula
tion, lacks foundatfion. 1It's been asked and
answered. You can answer agaim, if you know.

A Rapeat your part of the question, please?

Q Can you state, sir, why in light of the impor~

. tance of whether or not the complaint is confirmed, can

vyou state why on at least two cccasions, now, that wa've

discussed, you did not specifically write in the comments
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whether or not the complaint was confirmed?
MR. SCULLY: Same objection.

A No, I cannot. But it would be the consensus
of the ~- or consensus of the committee as to what is
written down in the comments.

e And this comment you wrote, "Replace fire.con—
trol, no charge.” Again, vyou weren't going to ché:qe the
customer for doing that?

A That is correct.

MR, 8SCULLY: That is what the document
says?
THE WITNESS: That is what the document
says.
BY MR, VIRI:

a You also wrote, "Sear Safetv Cam may stick down
at times," is that correct?

A What I have written on the document, yeg.

a I take it the gun examination committee deter-
mined upon their examination that at times the Sear Safet
Cam would stick down?

MR. SCULLY: That calls for speculation,

lacks foundation. You can answer.
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The only thing I can say, we vrots down Sear

Safety Cam may stick down at times,

¥ell, is that what the finding qf the gun

examination committes was?

MR. SCULLY: Again, that calls for specula
tion, lacks foundmtion. He has no indep;naent
recolleciion of this in particular. He.;s
morely relating to what the document says. The
document speaks for itegelf.

MR, VIRI: This man was chairman of.the
committae,.

MR. SCULLY: I'm not going to argue with
you.

MR. VIRI: BRe was the chairman that sgat
on this particular examination in 1981. I den’
think it's that far back in time that he can't
know what he meant when he wrote on this par-
ticular document.

MR, SCULLY: Are you inferring, Counsel --

gR. VIRI: I'm not inferring anything.

MR. SCULLY: Are you inferring that he is

purposaly not answering this question? Purpose

T

ly

';f_‘\.."
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withholding informaticon from you? Purposely
withholding information of this particular
meeting?
Go back two vears. Do you recall the case
you were working on and the witnesses involved?
I think not. To ask thig particular withass
to recall avery single gun examination report,
ané to infar that hs should, is pure harrassmen
MR. VIRI: I think the jury will take .
whatsver inference it does from this man's
inability to recollect what his comments were.
MR. SCULLY: Let the Jjury declde. You are
not the jury.
BY MR. VIRI:
0 D;d the gun examination, based upon your
raview of that raeport, did the gun examination committee
determine by its examination that the safaty cam may

stick down at times?

MR. SCULLY: Again, lacks foundation, calls

for speculation.
A Based on what I read on here, I'é have to say

ves.
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i+ A1l right. Would that be confirmation of the
complaint that is liested on this report?

MR. SCULLY: Again, lacks foundation,i
calls for speculation.

A Possibly.

11 Sir, at any time, were you given any directive
not to epecifically write ia the comment saction‘that the
conmplaint was either confirmed or not confirmed?

A Not to my knowledge.

o} Ware there timee when you found, by the nazure
of vour comments, that it wouldn't be necessary tc
specifically write that the complaint was confirmed
because the contents would speak for themselves?

A Yes.

0 Is this such a case?

MR. SCULLY: This being this exhibit?
MR, VIRI: This exhibit.

A No.

Q Why 48 it that you say this exhibit is not
such a case?

A Your question was whether the comments would

warrant ~- Strike that.
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I don't know. Would you repsat that, please?
{The last question wae read by the
reporter.)
BY MR, VIRI:
Q Ig this Exhibit 11 guch a case?
MR. SCULLY: 1It's been asked and answered.
He said no. ¥Now we're at the next guestion,
why.
MR. VIRI: 1All right.

BY MR. VIRI:

Q Why do you say that this is not such a case?
n I don‘t know. I cannot answer.
Q If I asked you the same question with respect

to Exhibit 10, would youranswar be any 41fferent?

A If you asked me what? What part of the questio

0 Is thig ~- Well, let me ask the guestion,

With respaect to Exhidbit GIE-10, is the nature

of these comments such that you felt it wagn't nacessary
to put down whether or not the complaint was confirmed?

A Yes.

0 All right. That {5 because it's obvious that

the complaint was confirmed by the comments?
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8 wWith document 10, there is information missing.
Q I have provided you with all the information

that has besn provided to me.

A Okay. But comparad to this, okay?

43 Wall, is it obvious from the comments in Exhibij
10 that in fact the complaint was confirmed?

A I don't know whether it was confirmed or not,
at this point,

Q Who else received copies of the gun examination

reports hesides arms services?

R At times, copies of thess would go to Mr.
stekl and Mr. Sienkiewicz, if they desired a copy of it.

Qo When would they =~ How would you know when
they desired a copy? Would they indicate that in soms
way?

A They would just ask.for a copy.

Q Were they notified as to what particular gun
examinations were taking place at any given time?

A They were part of the committee.

143 Okay. f meant other than peopls who were
actually on the committee during the gun examinations.

Wwas there distribution of this report to anybody other

w
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(i> than arms services?

A To the best of my knowledge, no.

N
ESN

[+ Where ~- Was part of the purpose of these
gun examinations to determine 1f there werea some problems
with the product that would lead you to changing a
process or a design at Remington?

A That would have been some of the information
gathered from the committee, if there was any problsm.
Q PThat was one of the purposee of having the

gun examinatfon?

A That and to determine whether what the customer
X;) wvas telling us was correct.
Qa okay.

MR, VIRI: All right. I have gun examina-
tion report number 625 and I'd like that marked
as GJH-12.

(Exhibit GJH~12 was marked for identifica-
tion.)

BY MR. VIRI:
o Have you had a chance to review that, Mr. Hill?
A Yes.

Q All right. And is the handwriting under the
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comments section your handwriting?

A

o
committes
here? .

A

@

A

o

Yes, it is.
You sat as chalirman of the gun examination

that reviewsed the particular gun i{in guestion

Yes, I did.
And vour fnitials appear on the area of.approva
Yes.

Do you have any independent recollection of

this gun examination?

A

o

complaint

No, I don't.
pid the conmittee confirm or not confirm the
ip this case?

MR. SCULLY: By reading the comments?

MR, VIRI: I assume he would have to
roead the comments.

MR. SCULLY: Well, I assume, Counsel,
nothing. The document speaks for itself. If
you can conclude that from reading the document
sir, you can certainly go ahead and answer it.
¥o, I cannot conclude from reading the document

Either way?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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A Yes. I mean, correct. Either way, I cannot
tell whether {t was verified or not verified.

1 There is a list of specificetions at the bottom
including sear engagemsent, sear lift, unsafe. RAre those
-- I take it those are the specifications taken from

the gun examined?

A Yes.
o Are any of those out of spec with what Remingto
produced?

RM. SCULLY: The guestion calls for a
narrative, overly broad, lacks foundation. You

can answey, if you xnow, without speoculating.

A They ars within Remington specs.

Q Was the sear safety gummed up in the fire
control?

A what I read on the report would give that
indication. .

Q Is that what vou intended to indicate wheén you
wrota this? ‘
MR. SCULLY: Counsel, he hag no independen
recollection. You are arguing with the witness

You are ingtructed not to answer, sir.

[13
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BY MR, VIRI:

¢

Did you write these comments so that other

pesople would have an understanding of what you wrote?

%

0

A

0
purposas?

A

Qa

comments,

Yeé. within the plant.
Other pecople within Remington?
Yes.,

They wersn’'t written strictly for your own

¥e, they weren't.
And today vou cannot determine, from your own

vhether or not the sear safety was qummed up

on this particular fire control?

MR. SCULLY: The question has been asked
and answered.

You are instfucted not to answer it.

MR. VIRI: All right. I have gun examina-
tion report number 63% with eight -- a total
of eight pages =~- seven pages, of attachments
te the report.

MR. AMES: 1I'll note the dats, 2/8/82, I
believe.

(Exhibit GJH~13 was marked for icdentifica-

tion.)
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BY MR, VIRI:

Q Kave vou had a chancs to review that, Mr. H{l117?
R Yes, 1 have.
o Are the seven attached pages associated with

the gun report number 6387 VYou'd better check that.

A Yes. It's 6395.

Q 639,

A As near as I can tell.

1} Is that your handwriting under the comments

section of the gqun report, cun examination report?
A vYas, it is.
] All right. Did you sit as chairman of this

particular gun sxamination?z

8 Yes.

0 And thosge are your initisls over by approved?
% Yes, it is.

4] Do you have any independent recollection of

this gun examination?

A No, I don't.

Qe All right. Based upon your conments, can vou
tell us whether the gun examination committes confirmed

or did not confirm the complaint that thig gun fired on

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C
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(T) safety ~- excuse me, fired whan the safety ,was'méved
to the fire position?
MR. SCULLY: The question calls for
speculation. You can answer, if you can,

however. If you can without spesculation.

A I cannot say whether the conmittee verified it
or mnot.
¢ How would you interpret your commants, asg to

whether or not this gun fired when tha safety was moved
to the fire position?
A Where it 'savs, "Malfunction is possibly caused|

by qummed-up £ire contrel.”

C\

Q Correct. How would yo# interpret that?

A I would interpret that this is possibly what
happened when the customer had the problem, based op his
letters.

€} Would the -- In order for the committee to
reach the consensus for that comment, wouldn't there
necassarily be some observation of gummed-up fire control?

MR. SCULLY: &Are vou talking about in

general, or specifcally this case?

MR. VIRI: 7In this cese at the time of the

@
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A

exanination.

MR. SCULLY: In which he has no independent

recollaction.
It lacks foundation, calls for speculation
You can ansver, if you can.

The conment written indicates a gummed-up

fire control. The second line of this report aaya;.“Gen-

seral condition used is dirty."

¢

All right. So from that, you would conclude

+tha¢t in fact tha observations of the committss were that

thig fire control was gummed up?

A

Q

which was

A

Right,
And that that could have led to the malfunction
fired when safety was moved to the fire positlo
Yes. That is what the custonmer complaini was.

HR, SCULLY: As it's atated by the docu-
ment?

THFE WITNESS: As it's stated by the
document, right.

MR. VIRI: I have gun examinestion report
number 635, dated 1/29/82. It's a sincle page.

I'd 1ike that marked ag GJIH-14.
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(Exhibi¢t GIHE-14 was marked for identifica-~
tion.)

BY MR, VIRI:

Q Kave you had a chance to review that, Mr.’
Hill?

b Yes, I have.

143 Is that your handwriting on the comments sectio

of that gun examination report?

A Yes, it is,

¢ Did you approve that report by imnitialing 1it?
A Yes.

Q 211 right. Do you have an independent

recollection of this cun examination?’

A No, I don't.

el Can you tell from the commsnts and the other
data contained on the report whether or not the gun
examination committee confirmed the complaint which was,
"Rifles fired while closing the bolt"?

A No, I cannot.

Q Based upon your review of the document, would
it be your conclusion that thg gun #xamination committee

found that the firas control in this particular gun was

N2
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gumned up?

A Yes.
MR, SCULLY: That is what the document
says? |
THE WITNESS: That is what the document
BaAYS.

BY MR. VIRI:

Q Now, tha document says, "Malfunction possibly
caused by gqummed-up fire control.” My question is,
wodld your.conclusion be that based from your comments
and the data contained in this report that in fact the
gun examination committes found that the gun that was
being examined wag gummed up?

MR. SCULLY: It calls for speculation,
lacks foundation.

A I do not recall.

& Would you have written, "Malfunction possibly
caugsed by gqummed-up fire control,” if there was no
evidance of gumming up?

MR. SCULLY: It's argumentative. You can
answar it, however.

A To the best of my knowledge, I would not have
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written that down if there wasn't something in that fire
control.
[ All right,.

MR. VIRI: I have gun examination report
number 644, dated 2/18/82. 1t has three pages
of attachmants.

I1'd like to mark that as GJH-1S5.

MR, SCULLY: Just for the record, Counsel,
ve are terminating at €:00,

MR. AMES: Wall, we were hare waiting
for you this morning for twenty minutes. You
were twenty minutes latevthis morning, anﬁ.I'd
liXe to have tha twanty minutes back at the and
of this axamination.

MR, SCULLY: Pine. You've got it.

(exhibit GJIH-15 was marked for identifica-
tion.)

MR. SCULLY: You didn’'t conform to the
court corder, because you left twenty minutes
aearly, Counsel.

MR, AMES: It allows us to depose 'til

those hours. It didn’'t specify any time.

o~
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©

BY MR. VIRI:

Q Have you had a chance to review that document,
Mr., Hil11?

A Yes, I have.

Qe All right., Prom the documants attached to the

gun examination report, 4o they relate to that particular
report?

A To the best of my =- As I can ses here, one
is a little fuzzy on the Xerox copy. You can't read

anything on it.

Q ¥hich page is that?
A Page thres. But shestse one, two and four are
togethear.

%ell, okay. Sheet three would be 2ll right,

too.

1) Now, sir, d4id yvou write the comments undar the
commente section of that raport?

A Yes, I did.

¢ pid you sit as chairman of the gun examination
committee that reviewed this -~ or excuse me --
examined this particular gun?

A Yes, I d4id.

NS
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O

Qo And your initials appear over next to the
approved?

A Yes.

1] Do you have any independent recollection of this

gun examination?

A No, I don't.

0 HNow, this gun examination in the areﬁ afrpl,
"No,"” has bean written, corract? In the left-hand corner

A As I read it on the document, yes,

141 That would mean there wag no ¢laim of proparty

darage or personal injury, correct?

MR, SCULLY: It calls for speculatibn,
lacks foundatfon. You can ansgwer it, {f you
can.

A I don't know.
Q I thought you testifisd earlisr that PI means
there was a claim of property damage or personal injury,.

MR. SCULLY: You thought wrong, apparently
Counsel.

BY MR. VIRI:
Q pidn't you testify ¢o that esarlier?

A If PI -~ If there was a yeg there, it would
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$

be yes,
Q ¥What would that mean?
B That there was a personal injury involvement.
o wWhat dces no mean?
MR, SCULLY: Counsel doesn't know what no
neans?
B It could be no patéonal injury.
1} Okay. Wherae doss property damage fit in?

What {f there {s property damage claimed, is there any-
thing placed in PX?
MR, SCULLY: On the gun exanination
report?
MR. VIRI: On the gun examination report.

MR, SCULLY: You can answer that, if you

know.
A I don't know.
Q Was there some purposs for the designation of

wvhether or not :*here was a personal injury involved for
purposes of your committee?

A Our committee would want to know if there was
any personal injury involved.

11 Why would you want to know that?

i
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A It could be a pending lawsuit.

0 All right. Would that mean you would be more
eareful with tha examination or less careful or would it
have any significance at all as to how you conduct the
sxamination?

" MR, SCULLY: It's argumentative, Counsel,
and calls for speculation. You can answver
that, however.

A I'm sure if the personal injury was involved,
we would perhaps --

MR. BCULLY: I don't want you to guess .

THE WITMNEBSS: Okay, pardon me,

MR, SCULLY: If you don't know, that is
an accsptable response.

A (Continuing.) To tha best of my knowledge,
no, I don't know.

Q So whether or not a personal injury was involve
had no significance, really, to the gun examination
committes?

MR, SCULLY: In what regard?
MR. VIRI: In any regard.

MR, SCULLY: That is overly broad. Rephra
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your quastion.
MR. VIRI: I don't intend to rephrasge 1it.
MR. SCULLY: Then I don't intend to allow
him to answer it as phrased.
BY MR. VIRI:

i Dia -~

A Let's go back. If there was a personal injury
involved --

MR. SCULLY: There ie no question.
THE WITNESS: Okay, pardon ne.
BY MR. VIRI:

Q It there was a pa;sonal injury involved, woﬁld
anybody other than the gun examination committes examine
the rifle or weapon, whatever it might be?

MR, SCULLY: 1It's argumentative. You can
ansver the guestion.

A At times.

0 Hov was it determined when someong other than
the gun examination committee would examine the firearm?

A If thers was involved a personal injury, these
gquns at times would go to =-- back to Bridgeport to Mr.

Chisnall.
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13 Okay. Did the gun examination committee tend
to place more reliability on the complaint of the
custeomer if there wag no claim of personal injury or.
property damage?

MR, SCULLY: That calls for speculatiocn,
lacks foundation. Let's take a short recess.
MR, AMES: Eefore vou go, Steve, there

has been an error in marking these exhibits.

We have two marked number l14. Number 644, which

was the last marked, the reporter put the
number fourteen on it, and that is number
fiftesn., Ve can correct that.

(A brief recess was taken at 5:08 p.m.]}

{The procesdings were resumed at 5:11 p.n.

MR. AMES: ¥ould you note for the record
that the wttness and Myr. Scully have returned
st 5:11?

MR. VIRI: All right. I have gun examin-
ation rsport number 650 dated March 2nd, 1982.
I'd like to have that marked as GJE -~ next

in order, which I beliesve is 16.

!
I
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(Pxhibit GIH~16 was marked for ldentifica-
tion.,)

BY MR. VIRI:.

Q0 Bave you had a chance to review that, Mr. Bill?
A Yes.
Qo A1l right. Xs that vour writing under the

area designated as conmente?

A Yesz, it s,

Q And in fact, are those your initials aftef
the words, "Repair at no charge"?

A Yeos.

2 All right. You also approved this partichlar
gun examination in the area where it says approved?

A Yeas.

Q Okav. Do you have any independent recollection
of this gun examination?

A Ko, I don't.

0 All richt. Based upon your review of this
document, are youn able to say whether or not the complain
which was, "Pires at timas when the bolt is being closed,
was confirmaed by the committee?

A Based on the document, no.

i
1
'

i
i
|
i
i
i
|

(a3
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Q Okay. Under comments, you note that the sear
engagement was .005 while the specs were .015 to .020.
That is correct, isn't it?

A Basad on what I read in the document, yes.

o Is thare any indication anywhsre on this docu-
ment that this fire control was addusted in any way
outside the factory?

A Ho.

41 pid the committee conclude that the sear angage
ment was .005 when this particular gun left the factcory?

MR. SCULLY: Objection. It calls for
speculation, lacks foundatioh. You can answey,
if you can.

A I don't know.

0 Why 844 you ~- Well, strike that.

Why d4id the committee reach the consensus that
this gun should be repaired at no charge?

MR. SCULLY: ¥Xe has no recollection
independent of this particular document.
Therefore, it calls for speculation. You can
answer, if you know.

A I don't know.

¥
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MR. VIRI: 1I'd like to mark as GJB-17,
gun examination report number 688, dated June
l16¢h, 1982. |

{(Exhidbit GJH~17 was marked for identifica-
tion.)

BY MR. VIRI:

e} Have you had a chance to revisew that, Mr., Hill?
1 . Yes, I have. '
. Q Ié‘théi vour hendwriting in the ares under :
comments? |
A Yes, it is.
Lo
R g Did vou also initial the commente?
A Yes.
]
a4 You a1§§ approved this particular qun examina- %
tion? / | |
A Yes{;}
il Youlsat as chairman of the gun examination

committee on that particular examination? '

A Yes.,
0 Okay. Do you have any independent recollection
£ of that examination?
| a! No.Ag}don't.
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¢ All right. Are you able to tell from the
commants that vou placed at the bottom of the page whether
or not the complaint was confirmed in this case?

A No, I can't.

MR. SCULLY: It should be noted for the
record the complaint as stated is, "Gun goes
off as you close the bolt."

MR. VIRI: The document gpeakz for itself.

MR, SCULLY: Therefore, any question delv-
ing into this document is irrelevant snd t:ze
reasonable conclusion iz in the evidence, which
is true for all the rest of these documents,.

BY MR. VIRI: |
Q- This gun was also repaired at no charge, is
that corrsct? |
A Yes, it was.

¥MR. SCULLY: That is what the decument
says?

THE WITNESS: That is what the documeént
gays. A

BY MR. VIRI:

o Generally, if the gun examination committes
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<T> determined that whatever the problem was with the gun was
the result of faults on the part of the owner of the gun,
would the gun examination committee recommend that the

gun be repaired at no charge?

A At times, we have recommaended that, ves.

1 Is there a certain number of percentage of
times? |

A Yot that I recaell.

o} What criterion éid you use to determine when

repairs should be done at no charge, and when they should
be chargsd to the customar, when you deternined that the
i(:} customer wag at fault with ragard to the firearm?
MR. SCULLY: Do you understand that ques-
tion?
THE WITHNBSE: Not for sure,
MR. SCULLY: Read it back.
{The last guestion wzs read by ths
reportear.)
‘MR. S8CULLY: The question is compound.
You can answer it, however.
a Generally, it was the consensus of the committep

based@ on the recommendation of the customer service
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C;i\
N/

repragsentative if we should replace {t or repair it at
nc charge.
Q All right. Would it have to do with the fact

that the person was a good customer and things of that

nature?
A No.
Y Woulé@ you always follow the recommendation of

the customer service representative?
MR. SCULLY: 1In what regard?
MR. VIRI: With respect to whether the
firsarm should be repairsd at cost or no cost.
MR. SCUCLLY: VYiould you rephrase that gques~
tion, please?
BY MR. VIRI:

0. Did you always follow the recommendation of
the customer service repressantative as to whether or not
the firearm should be repaired at no charge to the owner
vhen it was determined that the owner was at fault for
vhatever the problem was with the firearm?

A Gensrally, I would have to say yes.

o} When was it tha: the -- that the directive

was given to arms services that all guns .with safety
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A I don't know.

R

G Vas it before you were chairman or after you
were chairman?

8 kefore.

g 211 right. Does the ssar lift on a model 700
have anything ~- any relationship at all to the pfo#lem
of firing on safetv relgase?

MR. SCULLY: That question lacks £ouﬁdation.
calls for speculaticn. It's an incomplete

nypothetical. You can answer, if you have

QQ;; sufficisnt facts.
A I don't knovw.
Q Dié the gun eéxaminaetion --

Let me refer you to Exhibit €6J®-3. Do you

have that somewhere in front of vou thsre?

MR, AMES: Which one?

MR, VIRI: Three,

MR, SCULLY: That it fourteen exhibits
back.

BY MR. VIRI:

Q There ip a letter in that sxhibit from Dr. Jackson.
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In fact, there may be two cof therm, dated November 21lst,
1¢78. I'd like you --
MR, ECULLY: There is & document here:

that purports to be signed by a Dr. Sidney’

V. Jackson. Is that what Counsel is referring

to?

MR. VIRI: VYes. Dated November 21st, 1979

BY MR. VIRI:

o) I would msk you to review that letter and

including what sppears to be & P.S. at the bettom of that

ME. ECYLLY: fThe record should note that
it's cc'd ¢ a Bvyun Treister, attorney.

MR . AMES: The record speaks for itself,
Counsel, =28 ycu freguently peint out. You're
just editorialising.

EY MR, VIRI:

(1 Heve you had a chance to review that lettsr,
My, Hill? |

A I have resd the lestter.

o A1l right. You inéicated earlier that along

with the gun examination resport, such a letter would be

deliveraed to the gun examination committee, is that

|

1
]
1
i
|

i
i
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corract?
A Yes.
& All right. W®Would this be the type of letter

that would be delivered along with the gun examination
report to the gommittea?

A Thig is the type of lettar specifving the
complaint, and a little history on it.

Q This particular -- Under the comments, you
indicate that you are unable to duplicate this customer's
complaint. My guestion is, 2id the gun examination
committee ever itself contact the customer or direct
somebody alse to contact a customer with regard to tﬁe
complaint?

A A mamber of our comnmittee, at times, has

contacted customers.

Q Is there a particular member that usually d&iad
- that?

A Yus, there is.

Q Who is that?

A It would be a marketing representative, Mr.
Stekl.,

a All right. Are vou able to dstermine from the
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documents contained in Exhibilt GJIE-2 whether any contact
vag made with Mr. Jackson for either a further description
of this complaint or mors information? |
2 In the packet of documents GJE-3, there is a
letter from a Mr. -~ or Jim Stekl to Mr. Jackson.
indicating -~ _
MR. SCULLY: The letter speaks for’iﬁsélf.
sir. |

BY MR. VIRI:

o You'ra talking abkout the letter of Hay 7th,
19807

A Yes.

"] ¥ell, that letter in no way secks any further

information from Mr.‘Jackson, Dr. Jackson, doee it, othar
than whether he wants his fire control replacad?
MR. SCULLY: The letter speaks for itself,
Counselor. You can make your own interpretation.
However, you can assist Counsel in reading that
letter, if you'd like, sir.
B Well, there {s a statement at the end, on page

two, that even though there was nothing wrong with .the

tricger assembly that we wculé replace it with anothsr onie
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acne at no chargs. We are asking for additional informa-
tion.

o You interpret that as asking him for aﬁditional
information about his complaint?

A No. Not about his complaint, but adéitional
information on the repalr.

Q Tha only gquestion asked is, did you want g6othe
assembly, isn’'t it? .

MR. SCULLY: Are you arguing about the
witness's interpretation? I'm instrucﬁing ﬁhis
witness not to answer, if that is vour céaa.

MR. VIRI: BHe has told me thera has baen

some effort here to obtain some information.

MR. SCULLY: Ycu've asking him to interpret

a lettar written by somebody elsa, and now
you are arguing with him, that he has madé the
wrong interpretation.

MR. VIRI: I am not arguing at all. I'd
like him to verify that this is a request for
further information.

MR, SCULLY: Ths document speaks for itsel

If you can, go ahead, sir, and interpret this
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particular letter.

A In the letter written, that we are talking‘
about hasare, May 7th, '82, to Mr. Jackson -~ Dr, Jaékson
from Mr. Stekl, it indicates to thae customer what the
lettor says heare, "We sxamined this, we Gid additionsal
tests. Something based on the findings” -- And he says,
"We will replace the fire.control if you desire ﬁs, and
we are awaiting vour reply." |

Q. All right. Plipping to the second pagebfrom
the back of that exhilbit, what appears to be & reply from
Mr. Jackson dated June 1st, 1580. Let me ask thils gues-
tion. If a reply of some kind wés méde to Mr. Staek],
was that again brought to the attention of the gun

axamnination committee?

A Can I take one minute just to read that, please’
o Scre. Please Go.

A I've read the letter now.

a All right. When a reply was made to My. Stekl’

communication, was that reply gensrally communicated to
the gun exarination committes?
A No, it was not.

0 By reviewing this documentation, are vou able

|
!
|

i
h

a
|
|
|

|
i
?
|
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O

to tell whether or not Mr. Jackson, Dr. Jackson, was
ever contacted and asked what lubricant, if any, was
used on his firearm?
A FProm the documents I ses, no evidence of us
== ¥No indication of us asking for any indication of
lubricant used. Except, let me read just one thing here.
o All right.

MR. VIRI: Steve, what about thosze
pictures?

MR, SCULLY: What about them?

MR, VIRI: I wanted to ask him to look st
them, and I'd like to keep these for purposas
of asking other peorle ébout therm. I'll iden-
tify them by the numbers on the back.

MR. SCULLY: Why don't we just agree for
you to retain the originals and have photocopie
attached to the deposition? Is there any prob-
lem with photocopving them?

MR. VIRI: There is no problem photocopy-
ing, is there?

MR. HUTTON: %We can Xerox them.

MR. SCULLY: That is all we need.
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BY MR, VIRI:
141 Mr. Hill, YI'm going to show vou -~
MR. SCULLY: Wasn't there a guestion
pending?
(The last question wes read by the
reporter.)

BY MR. VIRI:

'3 Do you have any further remarks regarding the
documents?
A No.

MR, VIPI: I have twalve photographs.

It's my understanding, with Counsel, that we

will photocopy these photographs and attach the

photocopiss to the dsposition. I will retain

these photographs in my possession. 1Is that thT

understanding?
MR. SCULLY: That is correct.
BY MR. VIRI:
0 I'd like you to look at thsse photographs,
Mr, Ki1ll.
MR, AMES: Mr. Hill, as you look at thenm,

will you hand them to me after you look at one

|
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rhotograph? I'm going to look at it and make
a note for the record what the identification
is on the back of it. The back says California
Department of Justice, October 6th, 1981, and
G=-35, audio/vigual department.

Next, with the same information, and the
number €C~-36, audio/visuzl devartment.

Next is the same information and the numbe

G-5, State of Califormnia, audio/visual depart-

ment.

The next has the same information and the
number G-11. SBtate of California, audio/visual
department.

The next has the same information and the
number C-4.

The next has the number G and I can't make
it out. I bhelieve it's one.

Next is the designation G-16, same infor-
mation.

Would you note that Mr. Scully has left
the room and the witness {g still looking at

the photographs?
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The next one here handed me is marked
E-11. The next one is B-12, B~€ and B-4,
BY MR. VIRI:

v My question, after you rsview these exhibits,
would be, how would yeu describe, if vou were making
commsnts on the gun examination reporxt, how would you
describs the fire control pictured in théae pictures?

MR, SCULLY: It's overly broad, calls for
speculation, lacks foundation. Which pictures
in particular?

MR. VIRI: All of them. It's all from the
same gun.

MR. SCULLY: Apd you wvant him to 4o what,
now?

MR, VIRI: Describe it as if he were
making coﬁments on his gqun examination report.

MR. SCULLY: Describe what?

MR. VIRI: The condition of the fire
control. |

MR. SCULLY: I would suggest, Counsel,
vou take a particular picture and bring that

to his attention. B-4. Are you intarested in
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\ B-4?

MR. VIRI: 1I'm interested in all the
pictures which contain pictures of the fire
control and various aspects. |

MR, 8CULLY: Okay. 8Sir, can you, by look-
ing at B-~4, describe the fire control?

MR. AMES: I'll note that that wasn't the
question.

THE WITRESS: Not from B-4.

MR. SCULLY: Note that it's an overview of
a rifle.

l(d; _ MR. VIRI: I'm going to repressnt that thig
is the rifle involved in this case.

MR. SCULLY: You can represent wvhatever
you want. 5

MR, VIRI: They are all pictures of the
game rifle.

MR. SCULLY: Let's take picture by picture

MR. VIRI: I want him to review all the
pictures.

MR. SCULLY: He has reviewed then.

BY MR, VIRI:
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o

As if vou are making comments on the gun

examination report, what wouldé your comments be about

the fire control of that particular rifle?

MR. SCULLY: That question is vagué and
ambiguous. You can't expect this particular
witness to go through all thase photographs.
and make a géneralired comment about eaéh one
ag a whole.

MR. VIRI: ¥%No, I don't expect him to
comment on each photograph at all. I want a
comment on the fire control.

MR. SCULLY: Do vou undergtsand that-qués-
tion, 8ir?

THR WITNESS: Asg near as I can tell, he
is asking what is the condition of that fire
control.

MR. SCULLY: Let's go picture by picture.

MR. VIRI: I don't mind if he picks a
picture and displays it and we can identify it
then.

MR. SCULLY: I don't want to be accused of

ovaerlooking the other pilctures. So we'll go
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plecture by picturs.

MR. AMES: 1Is that.yout quastion?

¥MR. VIRI: No. It's not my question.

Are you instructing him not to answaer my
quastion?

MR, SCULLY: Y don't undargtand yéur
question.

MR. VIRI: The cquaestion is, are you
instructing him not to answer the questioen.

MR. SCULLY: I want to hear the question,

{The last gquestion was read by the
reporter.)

MR. SCULLY: Sir, I want you to go picture
by picture. : .

MR. AMES: Ars you instructinq him aot to
answey the question as asked?

MR. SCULLY: No.

MR. AMES: The question is proper with
respect to the fire control, based on having
reviewed all of the pictures which he has told

us he has done.

MR. SCULLY: Can you do that, sir? Can
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vyou answer thet question as phrased? 1If you
can, you can ansver the guestien.

THE WITNESS: Do you want to racess before
I answer 1it?

A As far as I can see, the fire control 18_ --
has foreign material all over it. There is one picture
here, numbsr E-11, which I don't think has enough detail
to tell me where it came from or what it is.

MR. AMES: In other words, what part?

PHR WYITNESS: Yes. I can guess what it is
but it doesn't have enough detalil like thei
rest of them to tell exactly what it is.

They are fire control parts. They are extremel
dirty. The picture C-35 shows build-up of a
material on the surfaces.

MR. AMES: Those are surfaces of the sear
and the safety cam?

MR. SCULLY: Who's asking tha gquestions,
now, Counsel? We're getting it from both ends.
Lets limit it to one 2t a time. You'll have
your turn.

BY MR. VIRI:
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In the picture vyou just described, it shows =a

Sear and Safety Cam, does it not?

R

That is correct.

MR. AMES: May I make a representation as
to the subject matter of this photograph 117?

'MR. VIRI: As far as I'm concerned, you ca

MR. SCULLY: You c¢an make all the'reprgsen
tations you want. This particular witnega gaid
by looking at thie photogreph he can't i{dantify
the part, Counsel.

MR. VIRY: That is right.

MR, AMES: From the index of those photo-
graphs which wers provided to Remington, and
at which Remington were present when they were
taken. Photograph 11 i 2 Sear Eafety Cam,
right side photograph, taken at a 12~power 

magnification.

BY MR, VIRI:

¢

Do you have any further description that you

would make under commentary if you were filling out a

qun examination report?

MR. SCULLY: Lacks foundation, calls for
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speculation. You can angwer, if you can, sir.

A No additional comnments.,

0 All right. Would you describe ths gun plctured
in those pictures as having excessive o0il? Excuse ne.
The fire control of the gun, pictured in thess pictures,
as having excessive ofl?

MR. SCULLY: Same objesction. Lacks founda
tion, calls for speculation. He can answer, if
he can.

A Other than the first photograph, G-35, what I
see in the other ohotographs is dirt, fuzzy material.

I cannot say whathsr 1t3 oifl or not. |

") You've used the term thioughout these gun
examination reports that we have reviewed -~ vou've
used terms several times throughout. One was excessive
0il, orne was dirt and oil, one was excessive gunk, and
one was gummy residue from over-lubrication, and another
ﬁne, gummed-up fire control.

Would you think that any of the five, and I'11
read them again 1f you'@ like, in describing the fire
control of the gun pictured in the exhibits that you're

looking at -~

T
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MR. SCULLY: Lacks foundation, calls for

gpeculation. 1It'e compound, vagus and ambiguous.

You can answer it, if you can.
A You want to read those again?
11} Excessive o0il is onse. Two, dirt and oil.
Three -~
MR. AMES: VWould you like to review as to
each one, 8ir? Would you rather do it one by
one?
THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. VIRI:

Q All right. Let's start with excesgive oil.

A G-35.

Q So G-35 would show sxcessive oil?

A As I previously mentioned, there's a build-up

of material on the sides of the components.
Q All right. How about dirt and oil? .

MR. SCULLY: Again, the guestion lacks
foundation, calls for speculation. He can
answer, however.

MR. AMES: I3d be willing to stipulate,

Counsel, vour continuing objection to those
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questions, and Mr., Viri I think would, too.
MR. VIRI: I would, too.
MR, SCULLY: I'll ohiject.

BY MR. VIRY:

0 Do you have the question in mind, now, Mr. Eill

A Yes, I do. As I mentioned before, it's diffi-
cult looking at the photograph to tell dirt and oill,
so0 I would have to answer == |

Q So you can't tell from these photographs?'

A No. I can't tell.

Qo How about the term excessive gunk?

MR. SCULLY: Same objsction.
A Exceseive gqunk would be on the -~ Do you want

me to name off the number, here?

2 Yes. If you can identify certain pictures,
sure.

A Excessive gunk materisl on G-11, &~5, -6, =16,
c-4, -2.

Q c-4?

& C-‘, C"s.
MR. AMES: 1Is that the ocne I previously

identified as G-, s8ir?
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THE WITRESS: C-36.

MR, AMES: The G ls clear =nd tha followin
nunber ie not, and for the record I aasignéa it
a tentative number one.

BY MR, VIRI:
o Would you confirm that a G-1 is on 1t?
A No, it does not.
MR, AMES: I had a G-~1 in blus beneath the
green.
A B-12, G-35,
¢} All richt. Now, the next phrase is -- Have
you completed that answer with respesct to excessive
gunk?

MR. SCULLY: You cannot identify that

picture, gir?
| THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. AMES: What is your representation
with regard to that picture? That it's the
side of the ssar as stated in the record
before?

MR. S8CULLY: He's besn asked and answered

that question as far as that photograph is
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concerned,
BY MR. VIRI:

Q all r;ght. The next phrase is gummy residue
from over-lubrication. Would you describe what you ses
in those pictures with that phrase?

MR. SCULLY: Same objection.
2 G-35 could ba cauped from over-~lubrication.

What I previously =-- The one before that is a question.

Q Bxcessive qunk?
& Okay.
1] Okay. Finally, would you describe thae fire

control as a gummed-up fire control?
MR. SCULLY: Same obijection.
A Yes, I would.
MR. VIRI: I have no further guestions.
MR. SCULLY: Counsel?
MR. AMES: Are you walting for me?
HMR. SCULLY: I'm always ready for you,
Counsel.
BY MR. AMES:
Q S8ir, do you know what follow-down ip in & model

700?
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A To the best of my knowledge, follow-down has
been the bolt is closed and the firing pin has'algeady
fallen or in the fired position.

e can follow-down result in a model 700 firing?

MR. S8CULLY: Lacks £foundation, calls.fér
speculation. It's not relevant or reascnably
calculated es adminmsible avidcnce. You can
angwer,

A Rephrage that or jusgt go over it again?

{The last question was read by the
reporter.)

A It's possible.

1 Okay. Can it lead to 2 model 700 firing with-
out simultanecusly pulling the trigger?

MR, SCULLY: Same objection. Lacks
foundation, calls for speculation.

A It could.

¢ On model 700's in which there is a bolt lock,
can the bolt be closed with ths safety on?

A I have to think just a minute., To the best of
ry knowledgs, no.

f In any model 70D0’'s, to your knowledge, can a
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(\ bolt be closed when the safety is on?

A Neo.

'} I'll ask you, for purposes of my next guestion,
toc assume thet on some model 700's the bolt can be closed
with the safety on. Making that assumption, can, in those
model 700°'s, the follow-down occur if the safety is on
when the bolt is closed?

MR. SCULLY: Calls for pure sgpeculation,
lacks foundation. It's an incomplete hypo- |
thetical., You can answer it, if you can.

7 L I don't know.
EE:} Q In your experience, can some Qodel 700's be
tricked?

MR. SCULLY: Under what conditions,
Counsel? JTt's an incomplete hypothetical,
lacks foundation.
BY MR, RMES; °
Q BEave you sver seenh any model 700°'s that can be
tricked? Could be tricked?
MR, SCULLY: fThat have been tricked?

That were tricked? Any of the above? What is

the question, Counsel?
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BY MR, AMES:
"3 Thet ¢tc your knowledge, could be tricked?
A That have seen the trick test?
Q Have you ever seen this fail the trick t§st?

MR. SCULLY: Have vou ever seen the model
700 fail the trick test?

MR. AMES: Yes.

A Yes.

MR, VIRI: 1In all fairness, we &o know of
at leaet one.

THE WITNEES: VYes.

BY MR. AMES:
Q In model 700's which fail the trick test, is
that due in some cases toc inadeqguate sear 1i€t?

MR, SCULLY: Calls for speculation, lacks
foundatien. You can answer‘it, if you have
sufficient facts.

‘A I ¢don't know.

ol In your experience, can a model 700 fire on
safety release if it has the specified amount of sear
1iF¢?

MR, SCULLY: Again, same objection. Lacks
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foundation, calle for speculation. You can i
angwer, if you have sufficient facts.

A I don't kaow,

Q In your experience, can a model 700 fira.op
safoty release if it has the specified Remington spaéi-
fied engagement between the sesar and the trigger connec-
tor? _

MR. SCULLY: Wait a minute. whatvis the
question? Would vou read it back?

(The last question was read by the
rapoxrter,)

MR. SCULLY: It lacks foundation, é#lis
for speculation, incomplete facts, incomplete
hypothetical. You can answer, if vou have
gufficiant facets, sir.

A Would you repeat it again?

MR, SCULLY: Read it back.

MR, AMES: I'll restate the question.

BY MR. AMES:

Q Can a model 700 -- In your experience, can a

modal 700 fire on safety releasg if it's within Remington

specifications for engagement bstween the sear and trigoer
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connector?

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, that calls fpr pure
spaculation. It lacks foundation. You're
excluding a myriad of factors that could be
involved. Basad on thoss objections, sir, vyou
can s8till answer without spoculatinq,'and:ﬁot
adding any additional facts. You can answériit.

A I don't know.

o gir, in your opinion, based on vour experlcﬁeaa
what other Factors could cause firing on safety release
in the model 790 if the engagement between trigger and
swar was within Remington specificationsa? |

MR..'SCULLY: That guestion is overly
broad, calls for a narrative. Tt also lacks
foundation. S§ir, you can answer, if you know,

A Repeat it, pleass?

(The last question was read by the
reporter.)

MR, SCULLY: Subject to my objection, sir,
you can answer it, if you can.

A Let me take a minute to think. Respeat it one

more time, please?
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{The last question was read by the
reporter.)

A (Continuing.) I think I'm sure it could.he -
¥o. I want to start over again., It could be ba#éd=on
foreign materdiel in the fire control.

Q Any other factors that you «-

MR. SCULLY: GSeme objection. 1It’'s overly

broad, calls for a narrative.

A I don't have any other facts or anything other
than that.
Q When vyou used the term "foreign material in

the fire control” a minute ago, did you mean by ﬁhat the
five categorias that Mr. Vviri asked vou about earlier:
#xceasive oil, Adirt ané oil, excessive gunk, gumnmy
residue fror over-lubricatlon?

A Yes.

MR, SCULLY: The question is compound.
You Can answver.

BY MR, AMES:

1} pid you intend to include all of these within
foreign material?

A Yes, I did.
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o Could metal chips from the manufacturing process
that you mentioned this morning aiso be the foreign

material in the fire control, as you understand it?

=4

MR. SCULLY: Can metal chips bs the foreig
material?
BY MR. AMES:
¢ Are metal chips a foreign material, as you used
the term just a moment ago?
MR, SCULLY: In the trigger assembly?
MR. AMES: Right.
MR. SCULLY: Did vou manufacture trigger
assemblies with metal chips in them?
THE WITNESS: V¥Wo.
BY MR. AMES:
Q This morning vou mentioned metal chips from
the manufacturing process as somathing that could cause
a ~-- 4in the fire control, that could cause ths malfunc-
tiog of the fire control. Do you recall that?
A Yes, I did. |
o Okay. And would such metal chips be included
in the foreign material catsgory that you mentioned a

noment ago?
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A Yas.

Q Have any metal chips ever been found in a fire
control of Remington bolt action rifles at any time, to
your knowledge?

A Yes.

¢ Sir, in the gun examination committes, during
the time that you were a member, as a matter of routine,
did that committes check engagement bstweaen trigger
connector and sear in those guns that they detarminad to
have verified complaints, firing on safety release?

A At times, they were checked, ves.

Q The same question, sir, with respect to check~-
ing the sear 1ife.

MR. SCULLY: Well, let’'s hear the guestion
in full, Counselor.
BY MR. AMES:

2 In your experience with the gun examination
committes, in model 700's, where the gun examination
conmittee verified a customer complaint as to firimg on
safety release, did the committee check sear 1if¢?

A I don’t know,

[+ Sir, during the time that you were a member of
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the gun examination committes, did the committee close

the bolt of the model 700 with the safety on before

performing the trick test?
MR, SCULLY: On each and every occasion,
Counselor?

MR. AMES: On any occasion that he knows

of.
MR, SCULLY: 1It's overly broad, calls for

a narrative. You can answer, if you recall

specifically.
AR I don't kunow.
N
R, Q Sir, during the time you were on the gun examina-

tion committee, 1f the committee verifiad a complaint of
follow-down, follow-down in a model 700, was the bolt
subsequen€1y closed with the safety on and then the safety
pushed off to cee if the same rifle would fire on safety
release?
MR. SCULLY: Again, that question isa
overly broad, calls for a narrative, calls for
speculation. It's nowhere near relative to this

particular case. It might be to other casges

that somebody is working on.

S,

A
\//
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A No.

o Sir, 1’11 show you two exhibits previougly
marked GRB-4 and GRB-3, GRE-3 is a table with the words
at the top "Number of Complaints and Number of Justified
Complaints.” Ses vhere I'm repeating those tarms? |

A Yes.

o And down on the left-hand column is a list of
models by number, 4o you see that?

A It appears to be models, ves.

1 Have ycu ever seen any data or information
that broke down the number of complaints and number of
justified complaints by model?

A Yes.

Q Hae it somewhat gimilar in form toc the éata
shown here?

A I don't recall.

2 Does the term "number of justified complaints”
mean to you the number of complaints which were verified
by the gun examination committee?

A No, sir.

] ¥What do you understand the term "number of

justified complaints® to mean?
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MR, SCULLY: The cguastion lacks foundation
cells for speculation. The document speaks
for itself. You can answer if you can.

A I don't know.

Q S8ir, I'11 show you GRB-4, which is a list of
code numbere, and the heading “Code Number and Category
and Type." Have you ever seen any of the code numbers
here with any of the categories shown after them?

MR. SCULLY: That question is compound
given the fact that there are probably fifteen
codes. That callas for a narrative, overly
broad. You can answer it, however.

BY MR. AMES:

g I'1) ask you specifically as to cods number
107, "jars off on rifle closing." RAre you aware of that
code number being assigned to jar-off?

A Well, I'm reading it now.

Q Prior to that, have vou ever seen that code
numbar assigned to jar-off?

A Not to the best of my knowledge, no.

0 Have you ever seen code number 108 assigned to

*fires on release”? I'm sorrv. "FPires on safe or safe
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<,- doesn't hold."

A Not to my knowlsdge.

Q How about 109 for "firas when safe is pushed
off"?

A I don't recall it,

Q Okay. On the documents that you said you had

seen, wherein numbers of complaints and number of justi-~

fied complaints data was sent out, were there code numbers

ags to type of complaints?

| A On thie particular?
| 4} No. On others that you've seen.
QCC; A I don't recall.
‘ o Sir, vou earlier mentioned that there was =

catagory of process words whearein the quality control

|

procedures and modificatione to quality control procedure?

_ ~

with respect to model 700 guality control audits was E
recorded during the time that you were supervisor of
quality control. My question, is this form entitled

*General Procedures for Components Subassembly, Quality

Control by Production," previously marked LF-3, is that

the document that you were referring to?

MR. SCULLY: Counsel, for nmy clarification
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A and this witness's clarification, does your

wF

question dsal with the audit by guality control

MR. AMES: Well, he told me that the pro-
ceduras were put down in some document.

MR. SCULLY: Audit by guality control?

Is that the way your question is phrased?

MR. AMES: My question 1s phrassd in
terms of thosze documents that he was unable to
identify in the process records I showed him.

MR. SCULLY: That doesn't answer my ques-
tion, Counsel. My guestion is a simple ons.
“<;; One that could be answered §ety gimply. Does

your question go to the audit conducted by
gquality control of which this individual was
a supervisor of? |
MR. AMBS: 1I'11 restate my guestion.
BY MR. AMES:

o You told me this morning that there ware a

category of process records.

MR. BCULLY: That is a question or not a

guestion?

BY MR. AMES:
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e with respect to quality control inspection
procedures by PE&C, quality control staff during the time
that you ware suparvisor there, and I'm asking you if
thessa -~ 1f the form vhich I have just shown yvou is
the category of ‘documants which you were referring.tq
this morning?

MR. SCULLY: Inspaction procedures for
their auditing by quality control?
MR, AMES: VYes.

MR. SCULLY: ¢kay, thank you.

A No.

o That is not ie?

A No.

0 Are you ahble to give me any further information

over that which vou told me this mrrning with respect to
what the total of those documents is or what they look
like?

A They would be on & sheet like this, but they
are not this particular information that vou're asking
me to look at.

1+ Okay. 8ir, to your knowledgs, has anyone in

the Remington Arms Company other than the gun examination
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compittes, during the time that you have bsan employed
there, been charged with verifying customer complaints
about firing on safety release in bolt action firearma?
MR. SCULLY: Can you answer that question?
It's vague and ambiguous. Xt calls for specu-
lation, lacks foundation.
A I'm sure there ware other pecple that looked
at guns during the period of my employment which was

twenty years.

Q Has there anyone outside of the manmbers of the
gun examination committee whose responsibility it was
to verify complaints by customers with respect to fire

on safety release?

A I don't know specifically {f there was anybody

charged with that responsibllity.

MR. SCULLY: I want you to call down that

next witness for me, okay?

A (Continuing.) But I know that Jack Chisnall

vas iavolved in these.

e Was he charged with verifying customer complain
A I don’t know what he was charged with.
1} My question i{s, do you know of anyvone else wvho

t8?
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was charged with customer complaints, with reapect to
verifving the customer complaints?
A Not to my knowledge, other than I mentioned
Mr. Chisnall.
MR. 2AMES: We have left so far, Burnms,
Sienklewicz and Boyle, right?
MR. SCULLY: That is right.
Are you finished with this witness?
MR, BMES: I think ée're finished.
Thank vou, sir.
(whereupon, this deposition was adjourned.
{WYhereupon, at 6:19 p.m., a brief recess

was taken.)

~o0o-
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